


Fes. 14,1857. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








To Susscripers.—Subscribers desiring to receive their copies 
post free ure requested to forward the amount of their sub- 
scription (£2 8s. for the first year, including the WEEKLY 
Reporter from the 8th of November last) by Post-office order 
or otherwise, payable to the Secretary of the Company, Mr. 
Witiiam SHAEN. 

To Noy-Susscriners.—Gentlemen who desire to be supplied 
with the future numbers of this paper are requested to send 
their orders to the Office of the Company, 13, Carey-street, 
Lincoln’s Inn, London, W. C. 

** It is particularly requested that any error or delay in the 
transmission of this Journal to Subscribers may be immediately 
communicated to the Editor. 


ERRATA. 


Jn our last number, at page 127, col. 2, line 18 from bottom, for 
“loyal” read “ legal.” 

At page 136, line 6 of Review of County Court Practices, jor 
“ Corintho ” read “ Corinthum.” 


THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 
el 
LONDON, FEBRUARY 14, 1857. 
THE TIMES ON LAW AND LAWYERS.. 


From time immemorial lawyers have been the best 
abused class inthe country. Playwrights and novelists, 
journalists and demagogues, have at all times been ac- 
customed to make much capital out of the profession. 
All this railing proves little, except that lawyers have 
a larger influence, whether for good or evil, than most 
other classes in the community. The mischief which 
can be effected by an unscrupulous solicitor is as great 
as the benefits which an upright one bestows upon 
society ; but, unfortunately, the good which results 
from the daily labour of the profession is known only 
to their clients, while the evil machinations of an occa- 
sional black sheep are paraded before the world with 
all the embellishments which the masters of fiction 
know how to add. For the most part, the imputations 
of the press are harmless enough; and no solicitor, we 
suppose, has ever felt particularly annoyed by such 
fanciful portraits as Mr. OrLy Gammon, or the highly 
influential firm of Dopson and Foac. We may laugh 
‘at the ignorance which could take Bardell v. Pickwick as 
‘amodel of atrial at law, and Jarndycev. Jarndyce as a fair 
“specimen of the Court of Chancery. But there isalimit to 
“the license to be allowed to the press ; and however much 
we may be disposed to smile at the amusing caricatures 
of a romance, we have a right to protest against the 

systematic defamation which the Times, above all other 
eons, delights to indulge in, whenever law and 
‘lawyers are under discussion. Of course we do not 
“pretend that a dishonest lawyer is an impossibility, any 
‘more than a dishonest journalist or a corrupt member 
of Parliament. But we do confidently assert that there 
‘is no class in the kingdom possessing an influence like 
‘that enjoyed by our profession which furnishes so small 

roportion of instances where the power is abused. 
~The Times, however, never lets slip an opportunity for 
“asneer at the law, and has for some time bestowed its 
‘insinuations with especial liberality on that portion of 
the profession whose practice lies in the Court of 
“Chancery. Whatever the immediate subject may be, 
if it have any connection with law, it is sure to be made 
“the occasion for the stereotyped sneer. A leader which 
| appeared on Thursday is the last example. The object 
/ was to write down the proposed transfer of testamentary 
)jurisdiction from Doctors’ Commons to a court over 
| which one of the Vice-Chancellors was intended to pre- 
pide ; and the argument is summed up in the following 
»thoice sentence :—‘‘ The nation feels that any change 

hich should throw ail the wills of the country into 

hancery, at the mercy of a profession, some of whom 

e notoriously unscrupulous, must be regarded ‘as a 








change from better to worse—as a fall from a more bear- 
able to an intolerable place of torment.” The question, 
whether Sir J. Dopson or a Vice-Chancellor should sit 
in the Court of Probate, is not a very important one 
after all; but, even if it were, it might surely be dis- 
cussed without casting a most undeserved imputation 
upon the solicitors of the Court of Chancery. The 
ignorance of the Times as to the nature of proceedings 
in equity is as conspicuous as its injustice to Chancery 
practitioners. It steadily ignores the revolution which 
was effected by the statutes of 1852, and goes on de- 
nouncing the remodelled court for evils which have long 
since ceased to exist. But the historical character ac- 
quired by the High Court of Chancery, when arrears 
accumulated and judgments were deferred for years, in 
the old Tory days of Lord Epon, had worked its 
way thoroughly into the popular mind; and, thanks 
to the pertinacious misrepresentations of the Times, 
one-half of the world still believes that it takes 
years to obtain the judgment of a court of equity, and 
that the simplest case is buried in a useless mass of 
multitudinous pleadings. It is easier to pander to a 
vulgar prejudice than to represent things as they actually 
are ; and a court which disposes of all its business term 
after term with scarcely a cause in arrear, is still pic- 
tured as a monstrous engine of vexatious delay. “ If,” 
says the Times, ‘‘there be one branch of our legal 
system which stinks in the nostrils of the public more 
than another, it is just this Court of Chancery, with its 
interminable delays, vexatious rules, and halting juris- 
diction.” Accusations more exactly the reverse of the 
truth could scarcely have been made. Everyone who 
knows anything of the procedure of courts of common 
law and equity must be perfectly well aware that the 
decision of a contested question can be obtained 
with even greater rapidity im a court of equity under 
the new practice than by the more elaborate process of 
a common law action. It is matter equally familiar to 
every practitioner, that, so far from the practice being 
incumbered with vexatious rules, the mode in which 
the real questions in dispute are brought before the 
court is so simple, that a decision turning on a merely 
technical point of pleading is almost unheard of. 
Some inconveniences undoubtedly arise from the 
method of stating a case at large, in the place of 
the more scientific pleadings of the courts of com- 
mon law; but the great merit of the system is pre- 
cisely that which the Zimes denies it—viz., the absence 
of strict and vexatious rules, and the certainty that the 
judgment must depend, not on the skill of the pleader, 
but on the merits of the cause. The charge of halting 
jurisdiction is even more ingeniously absurd. The 
encroachments of equity have been often regarded with 
jealousy ; but the notion that the most comprehensive 
jurisdiction in the country is a halting one, is certainly 
the most amusing charge that ever was brought against 
the Chancellor’s Court. We do not know when -we 
shall hear the last of the story of interminable delay. 
So long as the Court of Chancery continues to be an 
office for the administration of trusts, and the manage- 
ment of estates, there will always be suits extending 
over many years. An infant cannot attain his majority 
until he has lived twenty-one years, even though he 
be a ward of court ; nor can any judicial activity bring a 
remainder into possession during the existence of a 
tenant for life. By whatever tribunal the administration 
of trusts, dependent on the deaths of some persons or 
the majority of others, may be directed, the business 
cannot be brought to a close until the period of distri- 
bution has arrived. But these proceedings are not, in 
any proper sense, suits at all; and though the Times 
and a portion of the public may choose to confound 
things which are essentially distinct, it is not the 
less true that Chancery litigation, as distinguished 
from Chancery administration, is conducted with simpler 
forms and dispatched with greater speed than that of 
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any other court of superior jurisdiction. Skilfully as 
the Acts of 1852 were framed, experience has shown 
that there is still room for further improvements; but 
it will be in vain to look for assistance in future reforms 
from those who, after the lapse of several years, have been 
unable to open their eyes to the extensive improvements 
which have been already effected. We have no expecta- 
tion that the Times will be induced to do justice to the 
equity practitioners or to any other branch of our profes- 
sion. It must have some unpopular institution to 
cudgel; and as the Court of Chancery, in years gone 
by, won for itself a not undeserved character for delay 
and complexity, the Times finds it easier to perpetuate 
an old prejudice than to cast about for new subjects for 
its slashing writer. Gradually the truth will become 
known in spite of calumny; but so long as popular 
ignorance makes the Court of Chancery a convenient sub- 
ject for abuse and ridicule, it is not likely that the Times 
will deny itself the pleasure of attacking it. There are 
too many members of Parliament who take their ideas of 
law from the representations of the daily press, and we 
shall watch with some jealousy the tone which our 
representatives may think fit to adopt in speaking of 
the legal profession. 
ee 
THE DEBATE ON TRANSPORTATION. 

The debate on Sir GEoRGE GREY’s motion for leave 
to bring in a bill on the subject of transportation and 
penal servitude, which po place on Monday last, 
opened the discussion of one of the most important of 
the subjects which are to be handled during thé session. 
It seems to us to have elicited a statement rather than 
a solution of the numerous difficulties by which the 
question is beset. ‘The substance of Sir GEORGE GREY’s 
very long speech ee é be very shortly expressed. Omit- 
ting that part of it which explains once more the differ- 
ence between the popular and the technical meaning of 
the phrase ‘ticket of leave,” we pass at once 
to the part which specified the contents of the 
projected act. It is proposed that the punish- 
ment of transportation co nomine should be abo- 
lished, and that that of penal servitude should in all 
cases be substituted for it ; but that instead of four, six, 
and eight years, the sentences of penal servitude should 
be for seven, ten, and fourteen years respectively, and 
that sentences of transportation for twenty years, or for 
life, should be replaced by sentences of penal servitude 
for the same time ; but, as we understand the proposal, 
these periods are to be subject to reduction on good 
behaviour, and the Government are to have the power 
of sending the prisoners abroad if they can find places 
to send them to. ‘The result of the whole is, that 
whereas under the old system transportation generally 
meant penal servitude, penal servitude is, under the 
new system, sometimes to mean transportation. Under 
the old system, Government could either send the 
prisoners abroad or keep them at home ; under the new, 
they have the option of keeping them at home or send- 
ing them abroad; under the old, seven, ten, and four- 
teen, meant four, five, and six; under the new, they 
are to mean five, seven, and ten years respectively. 
The change seems little more important than the transi- 
tion from six to half-a-dozen. As regards the work- 
ing of the scheme, Sir GrorGr Grey hopes to be able 
for a few years to send 250 convicts per annum to 
Western Australia; and he throws out a hint that incor. 
rigible criminals are to be imprisoned, or rather restrained 
for life, in some part of Great Britain. Ifthe plan is 
intended only to gain time for the purpose of maturing 
a larger scheme, based upon intelligible principles, we 
have no objections to offer to this proposal. But it is 
merely idle to suppose that it has thrown any sort of 
light upon the question. It leaves it just where it found 
it; and Sir Georcre Grey admits this distinctly, for ke 
tells us that there is no difficulty at all in finding employ 





ment for any number of convicts on public works, but that 
the real question is, what we are to do with them after 
their sentences are expired. This is what is meant by 
the cry—ill-informed, no doubt, but, as Sir J. Paxing- 
TON said, rather misdirected than exaggerated—about 
tickets of leave. The technical details about transpor. 
tation and penal servitude are quite unimportant; the 
state of the case, stripped of all such accessories, is as 
plain as anything can be. So long as we had the power 
of really transporting out of the country as many per- 
sons as we pleased, transportation was a very great 
convenience, for it amounted in almost every case, 
whether the term was a long or a short one, to banish- 
ment for life. We sent our criminal away, and no 
more was heard of him. ‘This state of things has been 
brought to a close by the progress in the population 
and wealth of the Australian colonies ; and the simple 
question is, what we are to substitute for it? About 
nine-tenths of our criminals must henceforth stay at 
home, and what are we to do with them? ‘This is the 
question which is really proposed by the clamour about 
tickets of leave, and we again declare our conviction 
that the debate of Monday last has not advanced one 
step towards its solution. 
The sensible speeches of Mr. CoLuier and Mr, 
AppERLEY afforded some hints upon the subject, 
which contain the germ of important measures, 
Mr. Conner seemed to recognise the necessity 
of a classification of crimes, and Mr. AppERLEY the 
corresponding necessity of a classification of puuish- 
ments. We are convinced that if these desiderata were 
once supplied, we should find that almost all the ques- 
tions relating to convicts would solve themselves. We 
do not pretend to have a complete classification to 
offer, but some species of crime are sufficiently well 
marked to be distinguished at once. It is quite clear, for 
example, that incorrigible criminals form a class by 
themselves. In Captain CuesTertron’s Revelation 
of Prison Life there is an account of several of these 
villains. One of them brutally outraged his own 
daughter, was suspected of several murders, and was 
finally hanged for killing a warder of the prison ; an- 
other was also suspected of murder, and was by pro 
fession a highway robber ; a third ‘‘ considered reve 
a sacred duty,” and made a desperate attempt to 
the life of Captain Cuesterton himself. One man of this 
kind does more harm to his fellow convicts than twenty 
ordinary thieves or swindlers, for his force of character 
gives him a sort of moral ee over them, 
which may be perverted to the very worst pur 
poses. If the unwise compassion of the age 
saves such fiends from hanging, the least that ca 
be done is to imprison them for life, like any other 
furious wild beasts. Another class might consist of 
those who commit strange occasional crimes. Cases of 
manslaughter, which border on murder, savage cutting 
and wounding, outrages on women, and the like, are 
generally committed by men who have little in common 
with ordinary criminals, and who are often in a position 
in life which proves that no amount of education will 
reform them. How would an opportunity of earning 
an honest livelihood as a shepherd in Australia tend to 
reform a man who had kicked his wife to death? 
Crimes of this kind are to be kept down by the uni- 
versal sentiment of hatred and horror which they in- 
spire, and that sentiment is nourished by visiting those 
who commit them with terrible and exemplary punish- 
ment. Hard labour in chains, or bodily pain, might be 
very beneficial in cases of this sort. Another classis 
that of the common professional thief. This is no 
doubt the class for which it is most difficult to provide, 
and it appears to us to be that which would be most 
likely to reward the exertions of philanthropists. To 
this class, imprisonment and hard labour, ending 
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of occasional thieves—boys and young men who com- 
mit a first offence, servants who pilfer from their 
masters, and the like. For this class of offenders it is, | 
we believe, almost universally acknowledged that short 
terms of imprisonment are worse than useless. We 
should prefer to see them visited by short and sharp 

nalties, soon inflicted, and very uncomfortable. Two 
days of a dark cell would be a severer punishment, and 
one likely to make far more impression on the imagina- 
tion of a young offender than a month’s hard labour. 
For boys not confirmed in habits of thieving we have 
always thought that a sound whipping would be the 
fittest punishment. We would also suggest, that as 
names have a great influence over the imagination, the 
phrase ‘‘felon,” which is at present quite unmeaning, 
should be confined to criminals belonging to the first 
two classes, ‘‘misdemeanant” to those comprised in 
the third, and that the fourth class should merely be 
described as ‘‘ offenders.” We only make these sugges- 
tions to illustrate our meaning. But we are firmly 
convinced that no ingenuity will give efficiency to the 
existing system of punishment, or to that now proposed, 
so long as no attempt is made to classify the persons 
who are to be submitted to it. We also feel that 
there never was a subject that more demanded the 
resources of a statesman’s intellect. It may be true | 
enough that for the present an adjournment of the ques- | 
tion for three or four years is all that can be expected, | 
but we hope that the interval so gained may be fruitful 
in some measure which will be more than a mere stop- 


gap. 
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An incident occurred at the last session of the Central 
Criminal Court, which appears to us so horrible that we 
feel it a most imperative, though a very unpleasant | 
duty, to call attention to it. But for the sagacity of Mr. | 
Baron BRAMWELL, an innocent man would have been 
condemned to transportation for life upon the most 
atrocious of all accusations. It appears that a man was 
accused by a boy of an unnatural crime ; he was con- 
victed by the jury, sentence of death was recorded, and 
he would have been consigned to lifelong punishment 
and infamy if the judge had not suspected the 
veracity of the testimony against him. He sent the boy | 
in a cab with a police-officer to the scene of the alleged 
crime, and on his way the boy confessed that his story 
was utterly false. ‘The judge ordered the jury to re- 
consider their verdict, and the man was then acquitied. 
The utmost punishment which can be inflicted upon the 
boy for this offence is four years penal servitude ; and, 
as two witnesses are required to sustain a charge of | 
perjury, he may possibly be acquitted, as he certainly | 
would have been but for his own admission. Surely | 
this is a fact more frightful in its nature than any of | 
the legal mistakes to which our attention has so often | 
been called. It is awful to think how often the same | 

| 
| 
! 
| 








thing may have occurred without detection, nor 
can one easily exaggerate the degree of caution 
which juries ought to exercise in cases which almost | 
always rest on the uncorroborated evidence of a single 
witness, and which must often-have had their origin | 
in an obscene fancy working upon a malignant dis- | 
position. 
The anxiety expressed by certain of our legislators in | 
the last session of Parliament, lest the country should | 
be burdened with the unnecessary payment of judges’ | 
salaries, appears to have been ill-founded. ‘The | 
vacancy occasioned by the lamented death of Baron 
ALDERSON has only just been filled ; and the indisposi- | 
tion of Chief Justice Cocksurn, during Hilary Term, | 
as, on some days, reduced the available strength of 
the Court of Common Pleas to four judges. If any 
suppose that the number of twelve judges of the 
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superior courts would now be sufficient for the satisfac- 
tory discharge of all the various functions of these tri- 
bunals, we think that the experience of the’ last few 
weeks is sufficient to refute them. ll the three 
courts have found occasion to sit in Banco during 
the present vacation; at the same time the 
Nisi Prius business demands the attention of 
one judge of each court, and there is business every 
afternoon at chambers, which cannot be postponed with- 
out serious injury to the suitors. Thus, the full court 
will, under ordinary circumstances, consist of four 
judges in the morning and only three in the afternoon ; 
but if as bas happened lately, a judgeship should be 
vacant or a judge be temporarily disabled, the court 
can only begin its work with three members, and will 
presently be reduced to two. The notion that the pre- 
sence of four judges is necessary to the full efficiency 
of a common law court, however it may have originated, 
is certainly well fortified by antiquity. Lately we ob- 
served that a committee of the Law Amendment Society 
ventured to broach the idea that three judges consti- 
tuted a more efficient tribunal than four. This sugges- 
tion may or may not deserve serious notice ; but this is 
certain, that it has not yet been adopted by our 
Legislature, and great consideration ought to be 


| exercised before arrangements are made, which would 


necessarily, though perhaps not intentionally, involve 
its adoption. Several cases have recently occurred 
in which the decision of three judges has certainly not 
been regarded by the profession as satisfactory. We 
do not mean to say that the presence of another judge 
would either have produced a different decision, or 
imparted greater authority to that which was actually 
given; still it is proper to point out that the law 
contemplates a court of four judges, and as the 
result of that arrangement, that no decision shall be 
given in case of difference, except by a majority of 
three to one. It may be added that although the 
Court of Exchequer Chamber consists in theory of 
eight judges, it is by no means uncommon to see this 
tribunal getting through its work with six or even five 
members only present. In this way, it may happen 
that the decision of three or four judges is reviewed, 
and perhaps reversed, by five or six judges of no greater 
experience or learning, and of merely co-ordinate 
authority, and besides these every-day functions of the 
fifteen judges, the Court of Chancery is empowered and 
required to call upon them to give their aid in deciding 
legal questions which formerly used to be sent to courts 
of law. And now that the session has commenced, the 
assistance of twelve judges may not unfrequently be 
required in the House of Lords, besides which there is 
the usual routine of duty to be provided for at the 
Old Bailey. It therefore appears to us, that, what- 
ever may be the force of the other arguments 
in favour of making the new Court of Probate 
a common law court, that proposal certainly cannot 
be rested on the ground that the fifteen judges have 
not enough to do already, and are in a position to un- 
dertake a new and by no means an easy task. These 
considerations are sufficient, without the aid of a com- 
mission of inquiry, to conduct us to the conclusion that 
the number of judges is not too large, and we are glad 
to observe that the Government has not delayed 
the appointment of a successor to Baron ALDER- 


| son until the commission shall have made its report. 


We believe there can be no worse economy than that of 
underpaying or overworking judges; and it is a little 
surprising that this truth should not be more fully 
evident to some of our most distinguished politicians. 


| There can be no doubt whatever that delay in hearing 


and deciding causes drives litigants to compromise. 
Whether this be or be not for the interest of the suitor, 
we shall not at this moment offer a positive opinion; of 
this, however, we are quite sure, that it is not for the 
interest of the lawyer. The judicial force in all courts 
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both of law and equity, ought to be sufficient to do the 
business well and without delay. After a considerable 
interval, in which the word “arrears” had become 
almost obsolete, the courts of common law again begin 
to find that they have more work before them than can 
be got through during the term. Such a moment, 
therefore, seems peculiarly inappropriate for diminish- 
ing the number of the judges. It may be added that 
the practice of nominating a serjeant, or Queen’s 
counsel to do the work of a judge of assize, is one 
which certainly ought not to be more largely resorted 
to than it is at present. It is easy to say that the 
learned gentlemen thus employed are equal in experi- 
ence and ability to many judges, and that a man becomes 
no better lawyer by being authorised to wear a wig and 
gown of another pattern. Still suitors are not satisfied, 
nor are criminals and their friends impressed in the same 


degree by these substitutes for judges, as they are | 


by the unimpaired majesty of the law. If it be de- 
sirable, as we think it is, to maintain the system of 
circuits, it ought to be maintained in its integrity; and 
the substitution of counsel, however well qualified, in 
the place of real judges, will certainly not give satis- 
faction in the provinces. 


The observations of Lord Lynpuurst, in Tuesday 
night’s debate, as to the necessity for abolishing the 
action of crim. con., are strongly illustrated by the 
ease of Ling v. Croker, tried in the Court of Common 
Pleas on Saturday last. The letters produced in the 
course of this trial were offensive in the highest degree 
to public decency. The case presented, however, some 
features more unusual than the production of licentious 
correspondence, or the statement of disgusting de- 
tails, an attempt was made to prove that the plaintiff 
consented to his wife’s dishonour, and troubled himself 
only about exacting from the adulterer a sufficient con- 
sideration for the indulgence. The defendant’s case 
was rested on three letters, which, if genuine, must have 
put the plaintiff out of court. The verdict of the jury, 
giving £1,000 damages, implies that, in their opinion, 
these letters were a forgery. This conclusion, however, 
was not arrived at without considerable hesitation, and 
the evidence of the plaintiff, as to whether the letters 
were or were not in his handwriting, was of course 
excluded by the nature of the case. In the opinion of 
Lord Lynpuurst, however, the principal objection to 
these actions is not exactly what we have above stated. 
He says that it is inconsistent with the manly character of 
the English nation to attempt to satisfy the laws of 
honour in this way. Upon this it may be remarked 
that the law of honour, as ordinarily understood, would 
scarcely be better satisfied by a more speedy and 
cheaper process of divorce, or by the legal punish- 
ment of the adulterer in person, instead of pocket. 
The noble ex-Chancellor seems rather to point to 
another method of satisfaction, formerly much in use 
in England, and still very prevalent abroad. It may 
be noticed that another lawyer, Mr. SLApE in a 
recent case at Nisi Prius, uttered a somewhat similar 
expression of regret at the disuse of duelling, which 
he seemed to think a much better remedy than a law- 
suit in cases like that in which he was engaged. This 
indiscreet praise by a lawyer, of a practice which was 
always a violation of the law was not received with 
favour by the presiding judge. 





The Judgments’ Execution Bill has passed its first 
stage by a majority of ten, but it is to be feared that the 
private interests of members may combine with various 
other causes to render its further progress difficult. 
One objection urged against the measure is founded on 
the extreme facility with which judgments are stated to 
be obtainable in the Scotch courts. Personal service of 

rocess, it appears, is not necessary ; it is sufficient to 
leurs notice at the usual, or last known, place of residence 








of the defendant. Now, if that residence be merely a 
shooting-box, which an Englishman has occupied during 
a few weeks of autumn, it would seem scarcely reason. 
able that a visit to the moors should involve the ardent 
sportsman in liability to judgments, against which he 
might have no opportunity of protesting. However 
the Scotch law may stand, it is certain that in some 
countries the facilities afforded to legal process are so 
great, as to work an injustice equal to what is elsewhere 
sustained through the law’s delay. We believe that in 
some States of the American Union a very enlarged 
liberality prevails—first, in conferring the right to sue, 
and second, in removing difficulties out of the plaintiff's 
way. It may happen that a resident in an adjoining 
State desires to obtain a divorce, but is unwilling to 
encounter the wrath with which his better-half would 
receive such a proposal. To attain his object quietly it 
is only necessary to aimounce to his wife an intended 
absence of a few hours, and to make a journey into 
the neighbouring territory of free and expeditious 
law. He can at once become plaintiff in a suit 
for divorce, his wife, the defendant, is required by 
the court to put in her answer within a_ fixed 
time, and in default, judgment will be given for the 
divorce. The only notice of this proceeding is by 
advertisement in a newspaper of the state whose tri- 
bunal is resorted to; and this newspaper it is nearly 
certain the wife will never see. At the expiration of 
the time allowed to plead, the husband again makesa 
day’s journey to look after his suit; the wife, of course, 
has not put in any plea to a process of which she has 
never heard ; judgment is given by default; on his re- 
turn home the decree of divorce is served by the hus- 
band on the wife ; its validity is recognised in the state in 
which they have been residing, and thus the husband 
has obtained his object without the necessity of disa- 
greeable discussions, in which, perhaps, he might have 
fared indifferently. This is certainly an example of 
improving and expediting legal procedure toa point that 
would be more intolerable than the most tedious delays 
of the unreformed Court of Chancery. It cannot 

desirable to assimilate our law and practice to the very 
advanced pitch of civilisation which is stated to have 
been attained in some parts of the United States. 
At the same time we are far from asserting that the 
Judgments’ Execution Bill would have any such effect. 





BusINEss OF THE QUEEN’s BENcH.—Although the court 
has sat during four whole days since term, there still remain 
many cases in the several papers. In the new Trial Paper, 
twenty-two cases have been disposed of, and seventeen remain, 
in the majority of which the rules were granted during the last 
term. In the Special Paper, twenty-two cases have been 
argued, and there remain eight. In the Crown Paper, nine 
have been disposed of, and three remain. Twelve cases stand 
over for judgment,—the day appointed for giving which is 
Tuesday, the 24th instant. All the causes entered for trial 
at the sittings in term have been disposed of. The entry for 
the sittings in London after term is unusually large,—the list 
shewing seventeen remanets, and eighty-eight new causes, of 
which thirty-eight are marked for special juries. 


Bustness OF THE EXCHEQUER.—Much inconvenience has 
been felt and freely expressed, on more than one occasion, by 
the Lord Chief Baron, from the want of a judge in the room 
of the late Baron Alderson. On Wednesday last, the court, 
in consequence of one of its members being obliged to go to 
chambers, was under the necessity of adjourning at 2 o'clock; 
whereupon the Chief Baron said that he regretted to be obliged 
to take that step at so early an hour, but it was impossible 
for the court in its present incomplete condition to proceed 
any further to-day with the Banco business. The want of 
the full complement of judges had already compelled him to 
leave two or three special jury causes untried in Middlesex, 
and he feared that similar results must follow in the city, if 
the appointment of a judge in the place of the late Mr. Baron 
Alderson should be still longer delayed. 


Crime iN THE Merropo.is.—The Rev. John Davis, the 
Ordinary of Newgate, has just presented to the Lord Mayor and 
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Court of Aldermen, his report for the year 1856, upon the state 
of crime in the metropolis. 

TicKET-OF-LEAVE SystEM.—‘‘In the present year many ticket-of-leave 
men have appeared among us. Those proved in open court to have been 
at liberty on tickets-of-leave from their exemplary conduct in prison, 
have had their names transmitted to government. The calculations made 
public are based on these returns, and it is attempted to be shown by such 
means what the proportion is between the liberated convicts who reform, 
and those who fall again into crime. I greatly doubt the accuracy of such 
returns as underrating what the facts of the case are. On one occasion 
during the past year, when we had forty-eight men in Newgate under 
sentence of transportation or penal servitude, the governor took the 
trouble to inquire, from rumours among the police, trom conversations 
among the prisoners themselves, from the officers who were constantly 
with them, and various other sources of information, how many out of the 
forty-eight might be ticket-of-leave men, and he had reasonable proof that 
somewhere about twenty were so. Not more than one-third of that number 
could be reported to the government under the present regulations. As 
a general rule, the ticket-of-leave system fails with men of habitual crime, 
and should never be applied to them, except in rare instances of exemplary 
demeanour. There is nothing so much dreaded by habitual thieves as 
perpetual imprisonment, and to lessen such a sentence there is nothing 
they would not have recourse to.” 


GaroTre Rorertes.—“T have often thought, and still think, that the 
origin of garotte robberies took place from the exhibition of the way the 
Thugs in India strangle and plunder passengers, as exhibited in the 
British Museum. However valuable as illustrations of Indian manners 
such representations may be, I could heartily wish that these models were 
placed in some more obscure position, and cease to be that which I fear 
they have been, the means of giving to men addicted to crime and violence 
an idea how their evil purposes may be accomplished.” 

REcoRDERSHIP OF FALMouTH.—Edward W. Cox Esq., 
of the Western Circuit, has been appointed to the recorderships 
of the borough of Falmouth and Helstone, vice Mr. C. Bevan, 
appointed judge of the Cornwall County Court. 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed (Jan. 29) Francis James 
Coleridge, of Ottery St. Mary, Devon, gentleman, a Commis- 
sioner to administer oaths in the High Court of Chancery in 
England. 


Tue Province or Counset.—In a case of [incks v. Luis, 
in the Court of Common Pleas, Mr. Serjeant Thomas, who 
appeared for the defendant, severely, and at great length cross- 
examined every witness called for the plaintiff; and, in the 
course of his cross-examination of a German named Luis, he 
was interrupted by Cockburn, C. J., who said, that, when at 
the bar, he had always felt the great disadvantages under which 
a witness laboured, and that, as long as he sat on the bench, he 
would never allow evidence to be misconstrued, or a witness to 
be led into a snare, and he concluded with saying, “I do not 
earé a rush, Brother Thomas, what your instructions are; I 
won’t have misconstruction here.” 

THE NEW Baron or THE ExcHEQuER.—The seat upon the 
bench of the Court of Exchequer vacated by the death of the 
late Baron Alderson, has, we understand, been filled by Mr. 
Serjeant Channell, who received the appointment on Thursday 
evening, and was sworn in yesterday. 


wifelesnt stl 
Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


By the 51st of the General Orders of the 16th October, 1852, 
the time within which an application may be made to discharge 
or vary any certificate or report which has been signed and 
adopted by the judge sitting in chambers, is eight clear days 
after the filing of such certificate or report. Following the 
analogy, however, of the old rule as to reviewing the Master's 
report, after it had been confirmed, the court has sometimes 
given leave, in similar cases, to move to vary the certificate of 
the chief clerk after it has been signed and adopted by the 
Judge. Thus in Ware v. Watson, 4 W. R. 36; Stuart, V. C., 
opened the biddings for land sold under the order of the court, 
though the result of the sale had been certified by the chief 
clerk and adopted by the V. C., and eight days had elapsed since 
the date of the certificate. The only ground of the application 
was that a purchaser could be found at a higher price than had 
been reserved—in fact, at a “fancy” price; and it was contended 
for the certified purchaser that under the practice relating to the 
Master’s report, the biddings could not be opened upon such 
grounds, which appears plain enough from the reported cases. 
The V. C’s. decision went mainly upon the increased discretion 
given to the Judge as to time, in such cases, by the 58th and 59th 
of the General Orders of the 16th October, 1852. The Lords 
Justices, however, on appeal reversed this decision, being of 
opinion that it required a much stronger case than this to open 
the biddings after the certificate became absolute. Their lord- 
ships also ruled that in calculating the eight days within which 
there must be a summons or motion to discharge or vary, the 

















vacations were not excluded, there being nothing in the statute 
to prevent the statutes then running. 

In Howell v. Kightley, 4 W. R. 477, the Lords Justices still 
more distinctly enunciated the rule that, after eight days, the 
certificate is on the same footing as a report confirmed absolute; 
and therefore it follows that the decisions relating to reviewing 
or varying the master’s report are, mutatis mutandis, entirely 
applicable to cases in which it is sought to vary or discharge 
the chief clerk’s certificate. In Ashton v. Wood, 5 W.R. 271, leave 
to move to vary the certificate after eight days was granted by the 
Lords Justices, affirming the order of Stuart, V. C., the suit 
being for specific performance of an agreement for the purchase 
of land, and it appearing that the reason why the motion to vary 
was not made in time—within the eight days—was a mistake 
or misapprehension of the clerk of the solicitor of the plaintiff, 
who now moved for leave to move, as to the practice of the 
court in such a case. The chief clerk’s certificate was to the 
effect that the plaintiff had not made a good title to the land, 
and the evidence was that the solicitor’s clerk was under the 
impression that the question arising upon the title could be 
brought before the court, notwithstanding the certificate, when 
the cause came on for further consideration—a mistake, no 
doubt, arising from the practice now general of setting down 
the motion to vary the chief clerk’s certificate to be heard when 
the cause comes on for further consideration, and forgetting that 
the notice of motion must be served within eight days after 
the certificate has been signed by the judge. 

Apart from any question of irregularity, the only ground for 
vacating the inrolment of a decree, appears to be the mala fides 
of the party who has obtained inrolment; or perhaps, as the 
head note of Backhouse v. Wylde, 5 W. R. 245, puts it, a party 
seeking to vacate the inrolment of a decree must show that he 
has been misled by the party who has obtained inrolment. It 
has been decided that the speed, or even the extraordinary 
haste, of the party inrolling, or, where he has done nothing to 
mislead the other party, the surprise of the latter, is not a suffi- 
cient ground for vacating the inrolment of a decre2. Unless 
in the case of such irregularity as was complained of in Robin- 
son v. Newdick, 3 Mer. 13, the only safe ground for a motion 
to vacate an inrolment is, that the party applying has actually 
been misled by the party who has inrolled, as was stated by the 
Lord Chancellor to be the rule in Backhouse v. Wylde. 

Another useful point of practice was decided in Lady London- 
derry v. Bramwell, 5 W. R. 247. The plaintiff after the time 
for replication had expired, had served the defendant with 
notice of motion for decree, together with a list of the affidavits 
which he intended to read. The time within which the defend- 
ant might file his affidavits expired on the 23rd January, hav- 
ing been enlarged on the 15th of January, and the defendant's 
solicitor applied at the Examiner's office for the appointment 
of a day to cross-examine some of the plaintiff’s witnesses, 
and could not get a day named earlier than the 3rd of February. 
He then applied to have further time to put in his affidavits, in 
order that he might first cross-examine the plaintiff's witnesses, 
upon the ground that it was material for his defence that cross- 
examination should take place before filing the aflidavits of his 
own witnesses. Wood, V. C., refused the application. His 
Honour considered that neither the Legislature nor the general 
Orders of the court had conceived it to be proper that the wit- 
nesses on the other side should be cross-examined by a party 
before putting in his own aflidavits; and, moreover, there was 
nothing to prevent both sides putting in affidavits on the last 
day allowed. 





— > 
Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to 
Attarneys. 





AWARD—SIGNING JUDGMENT ON, TIME FoR. 
O'Toole v. Potts, 5 W. R., Q. B., 256. 

This was an application to set aside a judgment which had 
been signed in August, 1856, by the plaintiff, for whom (by an 
order of Nisi Prius) a verdict had been taken at the sittings 
after Trinity Term in the same year, subject to a reference of 
the cause, and of all matters in difference. The award had 
been taken up by the plaintiff in July. It was now contended 
that he should have waited till the end of the ensuing Michael- 
mas Term, before signing judgment, and taxing his costs; but 
the court refused to interfere. 

This case marks an important distinction between the time at 
which proceedings can be taken to enforce an award made upon 
a reference where no cause is in existence, and-one which is- made 
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upon reference of a cause, whether “ all matters in difference ” 
be or be not at the same time referred. In the case first men- 
tioned, such proceedings cannot, as it would seem, be taken till 
the end of the term next after making the award; for, during 
that period, the party against whom the award is made may 
move to set it aside; but, in the latter case, the successful 
party may sign judgment, and tax his costs, on the expiration 
of fourteen days “after the award.” A question might possibly 
arise, however, as to the time when, for the purpose of the above 
calculation, the time begins to run—whether from the time that 
the verdict was formally entered—i.c., at the time of the trial of 
the action—or from the date of the award itself, or from the time 
it was taken up. All that can with certainty be deduced from 
the above case, as reported, is, that after such an award has been 
taken up, the successful party may, on the expiration of fourteen 
days (the period prescribed by the 120th section of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1852, and by R. G. H. T., 1853 (Pr.), 
r. 57, for issuing execution on a verdict), proceed to enforce 
it. And this seems the proper meaning and application of the 
R. G. H. T., 1853 (Pr.), r. 170, that “costs may be taxed on 
an award, notwithstanding the time for setting aside the award 
has not elapsed.” 

It is suggested by Mr. Russell, in his work on Arbitration 
(p. 623, 2nd edit.), that the object of the above rule was to as- 
similate the practice of the Common Pleas and the Exchequer, 
which, before the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, was 
different in this respect—the Common Pleas holding that costs 
could not be taxed on such an award till the time of moving 
to set aside had expired (Hobdell v. Miller, 2 Scott (N.S.), 163), 
and the Exchequer considering that the successful party might 
sign judgment, and tax his costs, as soon as he was at liberty 
to issue execution—i.e. (under the former practice), within the 
first four days of the next term. 

ComPENSATION FoR Loss oF OFFICE. 
Regina v. Mayor of Brighton, 5 W. R., Q. B., 257. 

This was a decision as to the principle on which compensation 
for office, is claimable under the Municipal Corporation Act. It 
was claimed under 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76, s. 66, which awards 
compensation to any officer whose office ‘shall be abolished” 
under the provisions of the act. But, in the case under con- 
sideration, it could only be established that the emoluments of 
the office (which was that of clerk of the peace for the county 
of Sussex) had been diminished in consequence of the estab- 
lishment of a separate court of quarter sessions for the borough 
of Brighton; and it was admitted that the applicant had still 
some duties to perform in the capacity of clerk of the peace for 
the county, within that borough. The court held, that though 
the statute should be liberally construed with regard to the 
matter of compensation, yet that it was necessary to bring the 
ease in which such compensation was claimed within the words 
of the act; and that a mere diminution of profits was appa- 
rently a casus omissus in the statute. 


ATTrAcHMENT—RULE Nist—SHow1nc CavsE—PERSONAL 
SERVICE. 

In re , 5 W. R., B. C., 260; Russell v. Dodd, Ib., 267. 

The first of these cases was an attempt to break through the 
well-known rule of practice, which prevents a rule nisi for an 
attachment obtained on the last (or last but one) day of term 
being made returnable at chambers unless by consent (See Fall v. 
Fall, 2 D. P. C. 88; Tetley v. Suran, 3 W. R., Ex., 551; 
Casse v. Wright, 14 C. B. 562). The endeavour was unsuc- 
cessful. 

In the second case (Russell v. Dodd) another point, as to the 
practice on attachments, was affirmed—viz., that in all cases the 
rule or writ in respect of which the contempt has been com- 
mitted must be personally served on the party against whom the 
attachment is prayed. In this case a judge’s order for interro- 
gatories under the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, had 
been obtained by the defendant, and served, with the interroga- 
tories, on the plaintiff's attorney. And there being no answer 
to the interrogatories within the proper time, the defendant ob- 
tained a rule nisi for the contempt of not answering, which 
was also served on the plaintiff’s attorney—personal service on 
the plaintiff himself being found, in both cases, to be impos- 
sible. But Mr. Justice Erle (though he consented to enlarge 
the rule nisi) refused a rule for an attachment without personal 
service of such rule. 

It may, however, be remarked that the “ affidavit of service” 
need not, in positive terms, allege personal service; it is suffi- 
cient if it aver facts from which the court can satisfy itself that 
the rule or writ reached the hands of the party to whom it was 
addressed, and that he understood its import. See Re Morris, 








22, L. J. (N. S.) Q. B., 417; Re Pyne, 1 D. & L. 708; Re 
Whalley, 14 Mee. & W., 731. 


Porice MAGIstRATE—COMPELLING ADJUDICATION. 
Regina v. Paynter, 5 W. R., Q. B., 267. 

This was a rule (applied for under 11 & 12 Vict. c. 44, s, 5, 
which substitutes in certain cases such an application for the 
process of mandamus), calling upon Mr. Paynter, the police 
magistrate, to show cause why he should not proceed to adjudi- 
cate, and to convict, on a summons granted by him against the 
Gas-light and Coke Company for unlawfully breaking up cer- 
tain pavements without the necessary consent of the Board of 
Works for the district. Mr. Paynter, after hearing the case, 
wished to dismiss the summons; but on being pressed by the 
solicitor of the complainant either to refuse to adjudicate or to 
inflict a penalty, in order that the matter might be referred to 
the Queen’s Bench, refused to adjudicate accordingly. The 
court, however, in some alarm, declined to interfere, intimating 
that were they to take a contrary course, any petty sessions 
might shift from themselves the burthen of adjudication in any 
case brought before them. It was not, they observed, a volun- 
tary refusal on the part of the magistrate to adjudicate ; for if 
he had followed the dictates of his own judgment, he would 
have decided the case by dismissing the summons. Crompton, 
J., added, that the Court of Queen’s Bench in such cases was a 
court of appeal, not a court of advice. 


ATTORNEY—AUTHORITY TO RECEIVE INTEREST OR PRIN- 
CIPAL ON MORTGAGE. 
Kent v. Thomas, 1 H. & N. 473. 


The defendant in this case had borrowed a sum of money 
from the plaintiff, through the agency of one P., who prepared 
the mortgage deed, and was the only attorney employed. In- 
terest was paid regularly by the defendant to P., from whom 
for some time the plaintiff received it, in due course, at P.’s 
office; but after some time he ceased to receive it, and was told 
by P. that it had remained unpaid by the defendant, who was 
abroad. P. never received from the plaintiff power to receive 
any part of the principal of the debt owing from the defendant; 
but the defendant from time to time, on the application of P., 
paid to him sums of money on account of such principal debt. 
After some time the plaintiff requested from the defendant 
payment of the arrears of interest, and gave notice that he also 
required repayment of the principal. He was then informed by 
the defendant that the arrears of interest had been regularly 
paid; and that he had, moreover, paid off to P. a considerable por- 
tion of the principal debt. After some correspondence between 
the plaintiff and defendant, it appeared that P. had deceived 
both, and had appropriated both the interest paid and also the 
sums paid on account of the principal. Under these circum- 
stances, a special case was framed, by consent, for the opinion 
of the court, whether the payments made by the defendant to P, 
were a good answer, pro tanto, to an action brought by the 
plaintiff on the covenant in the mortgage deed for payment of 
the principal and interest. 

It was held by the court that the plaintiff had treated P. as 
his agent to receive the interest, and, therefore, that guoad the 
interest the defendant was discharged; but that the plaintiff 
had never given P. any power to receive any part of the princi- 
pal, and therefore that the defendant quoad the sums paid on 
account thereof, must be the one to suffer. 

This case is very similar, in some of its circumstances, to 
another which occurred in the year 1850 (Wilkinson v. Candlish, 
5 Exch. 91). There one D., who acted as the attorney both for 
the borrower and the lender, retained possession of the mortgage 
deed, and received and paid over the interest as it fell due to the 
lender; but, on the principal being paid to him by the borrower, 
appropriated it to his own use, and afterwards died insolvent. 
Lord Wensleydale, in delivering the judgment of the court, 
directing the verdict to be entered for the plaintiff, who (as in 
the case above noticed) sued on the covenant for repayment in 
the mortgage deed, pointed out that an authority to receive the 
interest of a mortgage by no means imports an authority to 
receive the principal; and the Court of Exchequer held that of 
such authority as last mentioned, neither the possession of the 
mortgage deed by D., nor his receipt of interest under it, was 


any evidence. 
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WouLre AND ANOTHER v. PROPERT. 
The plaintiffs are tailors in Conduit-street, and this was an 
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action to recover their bill for clothes supplied to the defendant 
to the amount of £107 while a student at Haileybury College. 

The defendant having pleaded infancy, the plaintiffs replied 
that the clothes in question were “ necessaries.” 

In support of the plaintiffs’ case the following evidence was 

ven :— 

John Philip Woulfe stated that he furnished all the articles 
charged in this bill, except those which were put down as 
clothes, but really were money lent and silk furnished. Those 
items amount to £13 13s. 

The Curer Baron: A grosser and more abominable fraud 
I don’t know of. Ifa tailor lends a youth money and charges 
it to his parent as goods sold, that is, in my opinion, worse than 
picking a pocket. 

Examination resumed: I lent the defendant various sums at 
different periods. I charged the loans as goods at the defend- 
ant’s request when I asked him to repay them. I objected to 
do so, but he said, ‘ Well, if you don’t you won't get your 
money.” 

The Curer Baron: If you had obtained this money from 
the father you would have been liable to be transported for 
fourteen years; even now you may be proceeded against for a 
misdemeanour in attempting to obtain the money. 

Cross-examination resumed: I threatened to arrest the 
defendant on the day he was to go in for his examination, 
because he broke faith with me. 

The affidavit of the witness, on which the defendant was 
about to be arrested at the suit of the plaintiffs, was then put 
into the witness’s hand. From that document it appeared that 
the witness swore that the defendant was indebted to his firm 
in the sum of £107 “for goods sold in the way of their business 
as tailors and clothiers.” 

The Cuter Baron: I have never yet taken such a step, 
but I now order you not to leave the court till the close of the 
case. You have acknowledged that you have committed 
perjury in that affidavit when you swore that the defendant was 
indebted to you £107 for goods sold and delivered as tailors 
and clothiers. 

The Witness: No, my lord. I signed it at the request of 
my attorneys, to whom I left the matter. 

The Cuizr Baron, in summing up the case, observed that 
there were certain actions against which judges and jurors 
should make a firm stand—actions against husbands for goods 
supplied to extravagant wives; and for goods supplied to an 
excessive extent to infants, which were virtually actions against 
their parents. This action was of the latter class, and the 
question was whether the goods for which it was brought were 
necessaries, the defendant being clearly an infant at the time of 
their sale. As to the mode in which the plaintiff had sworn 
the affidavit, it was, to say the least, very careless, and it was 
no excuse for him to put it on his attorney, and to say he 
swore it as a mere matter of form.—Verdict for the defendant. 





Crisp v. Sir Ropert GYLL. 


In the course of summing up the plaintiff's evidence in this 
cause, 

Mr. Slade said, if his client had been in the same position 
with the defendant there would have been one of three courses 
adopted. Either there would have been an apology made by 
the defendant, or else there would have been a hostile meet- 
ing— 

The Cuter Baron: That is all over now. 

Mr. Slade: No, my Lord, I hope that it is not all over. 

The Cuter Baron: For the honour of the country of which 
we are both members I trust that it is all over. Sitting here 
in my public position, I cannot hear you publicly state that 
duelling is one of the courses to be adopted when a man con- 
siders himself injured, without saying that in this Christian 
country such methods of redress are no longer pursued. 

Mr. Slade: Well, my Lord, I hope it is all over; but I must 
say that it was a very good check upon impertinence. In for- 
mer times, however, if a man had refused to make an apology, 
or to fight, he would have been soundly horsewhipped. 





DENNE v. Licut. 


This was an appeal from a decree of Vice-Chancellor Stuart. 

The affidavits being contradictory, the court determined that 
Mr. Nightingale, the agent for the plaintiff, and Mr. Hatch, the 
son-in-law of Mr. Light, should be examined vivd voce; but, 
as the counsel on each side refused to initiate the examina- 
tion, the same was conducted by the Lords Justices. 





Lectures at the Encorporated Lat Society, 


MR. MALCOLM KERR ON THE STATUTES OF 
LIMITATIONS. 

Mr. Kerr, in his lecture of the 2nd instant, resumed the 
consideration of the Statutes of Limitations, and proceeded to 
notice the statutes applicable to actions on specialties. He 
observed that the same period of twenty years, within which 
an entry must be made or an ejectment brought to recover the 
possession of land, had been fixed by the 40th section of the 
3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, as that within which rights that affected 
the realty must be enforced. Any action, suit, or other 
proceeding to recover money secured by a mortgage or lien, or 
otherwise charged upon Jand, or a legacy, must be brought 
within twenty years after a present right to reczive the same 
had accrued to some person capable of giving a discharge or 
release. Actions for rent, or on a lease by deed, or on a bond 
or other specialty, and all actions or other proceedings on 
recognisances must, by the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 3, be brought 
within twenty years after the cause of action had accrued. 

Although the period of limitations in these cases was the 
same, it was created by different statutes, but it was more 
convenient to class mortgages and matters of record with bonds 
and recognisances as specialties, and particularly as Blackstone 
had so done in vol. 2, c. 20, where he described “ obligations 
on bonds and recognisances,” as deeds not used to convey, but 
to charge or incumber lands. 

The limitation prescribed by the 40th section of the 
3 & 4 Will. 4, ¢. 27, was not restricted to actions against 
real estate, but it affected charges on real estate whether 
sought to be enforced against the real or personal 
representatives (Shepherd v. Duke, 9 Sim. 567). The 
words of the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, s. 40, were “money 
secured by any mortgage, judgment, lien, or otherwise charged 
on land, or any legacy,” and the section related to actions 
brought to recover the money either on the covenant usually in- 
serted in the mortgage-deed, or on the bond which not unfre- 
quently accompanied it (Doe d. Williams v. Jones, 5 A. & E. 
290). Such action, therefore, more usually fell within the li- 
mitation prescribed by the 3&4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 3, which 
applied to ‘actions of covenant on any bond or other specialty.” 
In equity a mortgage was a charge upon land, and a foreclosure 
suit was to recover a sum so charged, and was within the 
3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, s. 40 (Du Vigier v. Lee, 2 Hare, 326). 
This case also decided that the mortgagee was entitled, in a 
foreclosure suit to carry back the interest account for the period 
of twenty years; and, on the other hand, that the court would 
not compel the mortgagor, when he sought to redeem the land, 
to pay all the arrears of interest, without reference to the 
statute. For the reason that actions on covenants in bonds and 
mortgage deeds fell within the statute of limitations as to spe- 
cialties, there were almost no common law cases on this section 
—the questions principally arising in foreclosure suits. 

No suit or other proceeding could be taken on a judgment, 
but within twenty years after a present right to receive the 
money had accrued. This applied to a case in which a judg- 
ment was sought to be enforced against the personal as well as 
against the real estate (Watson v. Birch, 15 Sim. 532). It 
applied of course in administration suits as well as at law. 
Therefore, where a judgment creditor allowed twenty years to 
elapse, and then, finding that in an administration suit which 
had been instituted in the meantime there was a decree for 
payment of the specialty creditors, attempted to prove his debt, 
it was held that he was barred by this section (Berrington v. 
Evans, 1 Y. & C. Ch. 434). Before the statute, a bill filed by 
any creditor on behalf of himself and the others would have 
prevented the statute running against any one of the creditors 
who came in under the decree (Sterndale v. Hankinson, 1 Sim. 
393). The law in this respect had therefore been completely 
altered. ‘The application of this section at common law was 
well iilustrated in the recent case of Loveless vy. Richardson, 4 
W. R. 617. There, an application was made for leave to issue 
a scire facias on a judgment more than twenty years old. It 
did not appear that there had been any payment or acknow- 
ledgment within the twenty years, and the court, in the absence 
of such facts, refused to put the defendant to the trouble of 
pleading the statute of limitations. It should be recollected 
that a scire facias, or, as it was now termed, a writ of revivor, 
was the proper mode of reviving a judgment, and that the 
Common Law Procedure Act prescribed the different periods 
within which such a writ might be issued. It issued as of 
course within ten years of the judgment, after ten and within 
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fifteen years only on a rule to show cause. This was import- 
ant, for the scire facias created a new right altogether (Farrell 
v. Gleeson, 11 C. & F. 702). The period of limitation ran from 
the date of the last judgment of revival, and not from the date 
of the original judgment. 

A lien charged on land could only be enforced within twenty 
years. The only species of liens with which the common law 
dealt were those allowed in certain instances, as in the case of 
bailments and of goods entrusted to factors and other agents by 
the Lex mercatoria, to which this section had no application. 
It was in the courts of equity alone that the liens here provided 
for were enforced, the most ordinary case being that which 
occurred in @ contract for the sale of real property, on which 
the price or part of it was madealien. In such a case, the lien 
must be enforced within the twenty years, otherwise it was 
entirely gone. Accordingly, where a property was sold in 
March, 1811, and the purchaser let into possession, the price 
being payable in May following, but which price was never 
paid at all, a bill filed after the twenty years claiming a lien 
for the purchase-money and interest was held to be barred 
(Toft v. Stephenson, 7 Hare, 1). On the same principle, a bill 
filed to sell land on a registered judgment at law, which was 
now an equitable lien on all real estate, must be filed within the 
twenty years, otherwise the right was gone. 

The 40th section applied to mortgages, judgments, liens, or 
other charges upon land, and legacies. It was doubted whether 
this word extended to legacies not charged upon land, but this 
doubt was set at rest, and the statute held to apply to legacies 
charged on personalty only (Piggott v. Jefferson, 12 Sim. 26). 
The Court of Chancery had practically an exclusive jurisdiction 
in proceedings for the recovery. of legacies. The legatee might 
no doubt sue in the ecclesiastical courts, or in some cases in the 
common law courts. In the former case he ran the risk of 
finding himself the defendant in an administration suit, to 
which the executor was sure to resort, if proceedings were 
adopted in Doctors’ Commons; and the legatee could only sue 
at law for a specific legacy to which the executor or adminis- 
trator had assented. Such actions, even in the county courts, 
were however very rare. ‘ Residue,” it should be mentioned, 
was a legacy within the meaning of this section, the residuary 
legatee having that as his legacy (Prior v. Hornblow, 2 Y. & 
C, 201). 

The 40th section specified as the period from which the 
twenty years began to run, the time when a present right to 
receive should have accrued to some person capable of giving a 
discharge for or release of the same. The two decisions on this 
subject were Ravenscroft v. Frisby, 1 Coll. C. C. 22, and Bennett 
v. Cooper, 9 Beay. 252. It was clear that legatees, whose 
legacies were charged on real estate subject to prior charges, 
had no present right to receive their legacies so long as the 
prior charges subsisted (Faulkner v. Daniel, 3 Hare, 212). 

This section concluded by enacting, that a part payment of 

incipal or interest, or an acknowledgment in writing, should 
ae the claim alive. There was an enactment to the same 
effect in the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 5. 

The limitation as to specialties by s. 3, was to the effect that 
all actions for rent upon a Jease by deed, or covenant, or upon 
a bond or other specialty, or scire facias upon a recognisance, 
must be brought within twenty years after the cause of action 
accrued. Therefore, in an action on a post obit bond, the time 
of limitation ran, not from the date of the deed, but from the 
death of the grantor (Tuckey v. Hawkins, 4 Com. B. 655). 
Although the words of the section were precise— action of debt 
for rent upon an indenture of demise”—it was doubted whether, 
the provision of the 3 & 4 Will. 4, ce. 27, s. 42, which 
enacted that arrears of rent or interest should only be recovered 
for six years, did not override this enactment. It was soon, 
however, held that it did not. See the cases of Paget v. Foley, 
2 Bing. N. C. 679; Strachan v. Thomas, 12 A. & E. 558. 

Actions for the recovery of real property must be brought 
within twenty years after the cause of action accrued, and the 
cause of action accrued on the first dispossession of the claimant. 
All the provisions of the Real Property Limitation Act, as to 
the period at which, in particular cases, this right of action 
should accrue—as, for instance, on the last non-payment of rent 
at the end of the first year’s tenancy, either in a tenancy from 
year to year, or in a tenancy at will, all amounted to the same 
thing, that was, to specify what was to be dispossession. The 
period of limitation once begun ran on, and if the twenty years 
elapsed, the estate of.the claimant was barred altogether. The 
claimant could not say that there was a fresh dispossession every 
year for instance, and that it was for that he sued: once dis- 
possessed, he remained so, until again put in possession by re- 





ceipt of rent or acknowledgment of his title. But it was very 
different in the case of a covenant or a bond conditioned for 
certain payments. In these cases each non-performance of the 
condition, each breach of the covenant, was a separate and dis- 
tinct cause of action; and for all those causes of action which 
were not more than twenty years old, the plaintiff could recover, 
There had been several decisions illustrative of this interpreta- 
tion (Sanders vy. Coward, 15 M. & W. 56, and Amott vy. Holden, 
18 Q.B. 598). 

From the operation of the different sections of the real pro- 
perty limitation and specialty limitation statutes, a curious state 
of affairs might arise—viz., that a man might lose his present 
estate in a reversionary rent, and yet recover the same sum on 
a collateral covenant. Thus, if the owner of the reversion did 
not receive rent for twenty years, his right was gone—at least, 
until the reversion fell in—for he thereby acquired a new right 
to possession. If, however, the owner of the reversion had a 
collateral covenant for the rent, he might sue on the covenant, 
and recover the money, although his estate in the rent itself were 
gone (Manning v Phelps, 10 Ex. 59). 

The 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, contained an enactment to the effect, 
that the period of limitation should run from the last payment of 
principal or interest, or from the date of an acknowledgment in 
writing, signed by the party liable, or his agent. This was by 
the fifth section of that act, which should be taken together 
with the similar provision of the Real Property Limitation Act. 
The several statutes of limitation were in pari materia, and 
should receive a uniform construction, notwithstanding any 
slight variation of phrase, their object and intention being the 
same. This dictum was laid down in Murray y. East India 
Co. 4 Barn. & Ald. 215. 

There were then two modes of! preventing the operation of 
the statute ; one by a payment of principal or interest, the other 
by an acknowledgment in writing. 

The first mode of keeping a claim alive by partial payment 
would be considered under the third head in reference to ac- 
knowledgments which prevented the operation of the statute of 
limitations as to simple contract debts. The second mode was 
the one on which most questions arose ; for the acknowledgment, 

1. Must be in writing. 

2. Must be signed by the person liable, or his agent. 

3. Must be given to the person entitled, or his agent. 

Thus, if a man were to write a letter to a third person (not 
the agent, of course), acknowledging the debt, it would not 
take it out of the statute. In order to do so, the acknowledg- 
ment must appear to have been made with a view of rendering 
the party making it liable to the demand, and it must have 
been made to the party entitled to make the demand (Greenjell 
vy. Girdlestone, 2 Y. & Coll. 676). Therefore, where a bill was 
filed against two executors, and the plaintiff, with a view of 
taking his demand out of the statute, relied on certain letters 
written by one of the executors to his (the plaintiff’s) attorney, 
it was held that the letters had not the effect ascribed to them, 
because they were written by the executor, not for the purpose 
of charging himself, but of throwing the burden of payment 
on his co-executor. (Holland vy. Clark, 1 Young & Coll. 
(N. 8.) 151). 

As to acknowledgments in writing, the acknowledgment must 
not be a mere proposal for a settlement, but must be a distinet 
admission of liability. Where a person wrote, in answer to an 
application for a meeting to discuss the subject of the claim by 
another, ‘I do net see the use of a meeting unless some party is 
ready to pay me off,” this was held to be a sufficient acknow- 
ledgment of title in the other; and the same unqualified admis- 
sion would do in any case (Stansfield v. Hobson, 16 Beav. 86). A 
recital in the assignment of a mortgage that all interest had 
been paid up to the date of that deed, was evidence of payment 
of interest, so as to enable the jury to find that payment had 
been made within twenty years, and thus find the issue for the 
plaintiff on a plea of the statute; but it was doubted whether 
such a recital could be considered an acknowledgment in 
writing (Forsythe v. Bristowe, 8 Ex. 716). In this case, the 
deed was signed by the party liable, and the party entitled was 
a party to it. It was held that where the party entitled was 
not a party to such a subsequent deed, any such deed would not 
be sufficient to take the case out of the statute. Thus, in an 
action by an executor on a mortgage-deed, dated in 1824, made 
by the defendant in favour of the plaintiff's testator, the plaintiff, 
in order to take the case out of the statute, gave in evidence @ 
deed executed by the defendant within twenty years before 
action brought, but to which the plaintiff's testator was no 
party, it was held that this was not an acknowledgment so as 
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to take the case out of the statute (Howcutt v. Bonser, 3 Ex. 
491). 


An action for calls, under the Companies’ Clauses Consolidation 


Act, was an action on a specialty, and to which the twenty | 


years’ limitation would apply (Cork §: Bandon Railway Com- 

y v. Goode, 13 C. B. 826). But an action of debt ona 
bye-law made by a corporation chartered under the great seal, 
was not an action on a specialty, but, on the contrary, on 
simple contract, and one, therefore, to which the six years’ 
limitation applied. (Tobacco-Pipe Makers’ Company v. Loder, 
16 Q. B. 765). 

> ———— 


Law Amendment Society. 


OURTEENTH SESSION.—EIGHTH GENERAL MEETING. 
Fesruary 9th, 1857. 


Lord BrouGuam took the Chair at Eight o'clock. 

Among those present were — Mr. Hadfield, M.P. ; 
Serjeant Woolrych, Dr. Waddilove, Dr. Spinks, Mr. Pitt Taylor, 
Mr. D. Power, Mr. W. 8S. Cookson, Mr. Macqueen, Mr. Edgar, 
Mr. Tudor, Mr. F. Hill, Mr. H. F. Bristowe, Mr. Aspland, Mr. 


| 
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Mr. | 


appeal to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, in 
place of the Exchequer Chamber and the House of Lords, 

The first three resolutions were adopted. On the fourth, 
which is in favour of abolishing the monopoly of the advocates 
and proctors, Mr. Pritchard urged the services of his body, the 
difficult nature of much of the common form business, and the 
personal hardship of depriving a number of professional men 
of their means of subsistence. He intimated his intention of 
moving a series of amendments to the remaining resolutions ; 
whereupon further discussion was adjourned till that day 
three weeks. 

The Society then adjourned till Monday next, the 16th of 
February, at eight o'clock, when the National Reformatory 
Union and the Birmingham Educational Association will join 
with the Society in discussing Sir Staftord Northcote’s Bill for 


| the Suppression of Juvenile Vagrancy. 





Mercantite Law CoMMItree. 
The Committee who were appointed by the Mercantile Law 


| Conference to carry out the opinions of that meeting, have 


T. H. Bastard, Mr. Pritchard, Mr. A. Hill, Mr. G. Harris, Mr. | 


Coote, Mr. Longden, Mr. Manning, Mr. Jackson, Mr. Back, Mr. 
Teulon, Mr. Trower, Mr. C. Dod, Mr. C. Webster, Mr. Tait, 
Mr. F. S. Williams, Mr. Salomons, Mr. Platt, Mr. F. G. A. 
Williams, Mr. Wingfield, Mr. Fisher, &c. 

The following gentlemen were balloted for, and elected :— 
J. W. Church, Esq.; Thomas Chambers, Esq., M.P., Common 
Serjeant; Thomas Webster, Esq.; E. W. A. Tuson, Esq. 

Mr. Pirr TayLor moved the adoption of the Report on the 
Testamentary Jurisdiction. 

Dr. WADDILOVE objected to the Report, since it recommended 
that the Court of Probate should be strictly a Court of Common 
Law, with a limited power of construction and no equitable 
jurisdiction. A Court of Common Law might well try the mere 
issue of will or no will; but a Court of Probate must go further, 
and appoint some one to receive the grant. That often involved 
intricate questions as to whether there was an executor according 
to the tenor or a residuary legatee in trust, and so forth. 


on the face of a will, which required more than the machinery 
or experience of a Court of Common Law satisfactorily to decide. 
With reference to the proposed jurisdiction of the County Courts, 
a distinction was made in their favour which seemed an incon- 
sistency, and showed the importance of clothing the Court of 
Probate with equitable functions, for the report recommended 
that County Courts should exercise those functions to the utmost 
where the estate of the deceased was under £300. Another ob- 
jection which struck him was, empowering registrars of County 
Courts to grant probate in common form. Questions of much 
difficulty,requiring a practical knowledge, were often satisfactorily 
disposed of by the registrars of the Prerogative Court, whereby 
areference to the judge was obviated, and delay and expense 
saved; he feared that registrars of the County Courts had not 
the necessary experience of the subject to enable them to do so. 
Instead of making the Court of Probate either a Court of Law or 
a Court of Equity, he would urge the importance of combining 
the elements peculiar to each, and of thus forming a tribunal 
which would do complete justice in all testamentary matters, by 
first declaring the will to be valid or not; then, if valid, declaring 
the trusts, devises, and legacies under it, and finally distributing 
the assets. 

Mr. PrircHarp thought that in some respects Chancery 
would be better for the administration of Testamentary business 
than Common Law. 7 

Mr. Davip Power said that he supported a Common Law 
Court of Probate, because wills of realty were already under 
the jurisdiction of the fifteen judges, and because the mode of 
taking evidence in the Court of Chancery was of an unsatis- 
factory character. : 

Mr. Hastincs had thought there might be some reason in post- 
poning the discussion, in order to see the Lord Chancellor's 
Bill, but the character of the measure was already known, and 
No one could believe that the Society would assent to it. 

Mr. Pirr Tayior pointed out that the Lord Chancellor 
had, on a former occasion, given the strongest reasons against 
continuing the monopoly he now sought to retain. 

Mr. H. F. Brisrowe gave his support to the leading features 
of the Report. At the same time he objected to the expressions 
used concerning the pleadings in the Court of Chancery, which 
Were now as simple as possible. He also should prefer an 


formed themselves into a permanent body, under the title of 
the Mercantile Law Committee of the United Kingdom, and 
have resolved to raise a fund for the purpose of carrying out 
their object. They number representatives from nearly all the 
principal towns in the United Kingdom, and are in a position 
to make a powerful demonstration in favour of Mercantile Law 
Reform, should they receive an adequate support. 

A meeting will be held under their direction at the rooms 
of the Law Amendment Society, this day, at half-past one, 
to consider the law relating to Consuls and Consular Duties. 


 teediiagoaae 
Juridical Society. 


This society met on Mondzy evening last, Mr. Baron Bram- 
well in the chair, when the Rev. F. D. Maurice, M.A., read a 
paper on the “ Moral Grounds of the Distinction between Common 
Law and Equity.” He commenced by referring to the 27th 
chapter of Blackstone’s 3rd Book, which he took to be a warn- 


Z , ea god | ing written for the express purpose of deterring unlearned per- 
Again, questions of domicile, or implied revocation, often arose | 





sons from meddling with the subject of the paper. Blackstone 
ridiculed the notion that a court of equity ever really acted on 
the principles which ingenious theorists attributed to it: he 
gave no hope of obtaining light upon its meaning or method, 
even from writers who had some notions of jurisprudence, such 
as Grotius and Puffendorff; and he said that even our own legal 
antiquaries, Spelman, Selden, Coke, and Bacon himself, were all 
likely to mislead us; that the systems of jurisprudence in 
our courts of law and equity were equally artificial—founded on 
the same principles of justice and positive law, though varied 
by different usages in the forms and modes of their proceedings ; 
the one being derived originally from the feudal customs as 
they prevailed in different ages in the Saxon and the Norman 
judicatures ; the other from the imperial and pontifical formu- 
laries introduced by clerical chancellors. But if the practice of 
both courts were founded on the same principles of justice and 
positive law, it could not be without interest to ask what these 
expressions signify. If they can be referred to a feudal or to an 
imperial source, the nature and difference of those sources are 
subjects for the ordinary historical inquirer ; and if the respec- 
tive systems have been both much improved and reformed, it 
must have been by their having been brought into close con- 
nection with the principles of morality and reason. These in- 
ferences were borne out by authorities to which reference was 
made by the reader. The passage quoted from Blackstone 
showed that moralists might receive benefit from communion 
with lawyers. Moralists are, no doubt, prone to make systems 
ever more artificial, ever less real, than any which are con- 
structed by practitioners in courts of justice. In the 5th 
Book of the ‘“Nicomachean Ethics,” Aristotle considered 
the question — How does the equitable man differ from 
the just man? How does equity differ from justice? The 
solution, in an ethical treatise, has reference first to an indi- 
vidual character; but Aristotle, though he starts from the 
man, always looks to the state. Morals with him were the 
vestibule to polities. He could not contemplate the just man 
apart from justice itself, or apart from the doing of justice and its 
method. Aristotle considered law to be in its nature universal— 
that if it did not speak universally, it would speak uselessly and 
falsely. But there are some things about which it is impossible 
to speak universally and rightly—nay, in these somethings is 
included the whole practice of life. Whatever is in action cannot 
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be brought within the compass of a generalrule; the defect of law, 
therefore, is not in itself—in the law—or the lawgiver, but in 
the nature of the matter with which it is conversant. Injustice 
must follow from it if there is nothing to correct it. Equity 
does what the lawgiver would have done if he could—it expresses 
what he would say if he were present. Passing from the region 
of pure philosophy to that of law—from Greece to Rome—what 
did Cicero think upon this subject? There is a passage in c. 37 
of the “ Dialogus de Partitione Oratoria,” which at first promises 
an answer to the question; and is referred to in Forcellini’s Lexi- 
con as settling the meaning of the word equity. But in that 
passage Equitas is opposed to Religio, not to Lex ; it stands in the 
same relation to Jus Humanum as Religio stands to the Jus 
Divinum. The subject is raised unintentionally. Marcus Cicero 
asks his father how he is to deal with those causes which admit 
the fact, and defend the lawfulness of it. Thence it became 
necessary to show what was lawful, or rather how an advocate 
might make the lawfulness of an act evident to the minds 
of those who were to pronounce judgment. The treatise belongs 
to rhetoric much more than to morals. In the very words 
in which he defines equity, he assumes a ratio equi et boni, to 
which the orator may appeal, and from which his arguments 
may be deduced. Then, turning to Cicero’s ‘‘ Work on Laws,” 
lib. 1, cap. 5, we find a passage on the subject of more use than 
a mere formal definition—“ Natura juris explicanda est nobis, 
eaque ab hominis repetenda natura: considerandz leges quibus 
civitates regi debeant: tum hec tractanda, que composita sunt et 
descripta, jura et jussa populorum, in quibus ne nostri quidem 
populi latebunt que vocantur jura civilia.” The reader 
read the passage at length, and continued in these words :— 
Cicero appeared to set aside the principle of Aristotle 
altogether, evidently inclining to the opinion that Lex imdicated 
something more fundamental than Jus. At first this might 
appear to be an assertion of the Hobbes doctrine that right was 
deduced from power, but Lex itself was the highest reason. 
To Cicero’s mind it meant something more than No’yos, which 
only denotes that which gives to every man his own. 
Lex was the underground of all civil rules and enactments, 
and not merely an equity or principle of compensation. The 
nature of man recognised it as reasonable, bowed to it, implied 
it. Cicero had, no doubt, a much deeper feeling of a will, of 
which this highest law is the expression, than Aristotle had. 
In this book he referred the origin of law to the gods, and its 
existence amongst men to their relation to the gods. Because 
law had this original, it could not be merely imposed: it must 
have the force and virtue which is independent of all mere de- 
crees. The Roman admitted an equity distinct from mere posi- 
tive law—even more fully than the Greek. The distinction 
goes through the whole of Cicero's treatise. Whether he is 
acting the philosopher and reaching to the foundations of 
things, or extolling the twelve tables as superior to all the 
theories and dogmas of philosophers, he is equally asserting the 
existence of a common sense and equity upon which laws rest, 
and to which they must appeal. His Greek learning and his 
Roman patriotism no doubt sometimes interfered with each 
other; but then we may discover the reconciliation of this. 
The sage, he supposed, brought to light that sense of right and 
justice which was latent in all men, and which found its ex- 
pression sometimes in a written document, oftener still in the 
maxims and customs which had gained the force of law—one 
knew not how—without being committed to letters. It was 
the business of the wise man to know these witnesses in the 
heart of the ordinary man. Therein lay the explanation of 
much of the life of that remarkable man. His mind, if you 
look at it on its best side, was one of the most equitable that 
ever existed. Equity was its characteristic. Sometimes, 
through respect to common opinion, he sacrificed his higher 
existence, and became a rhetorician or trimmer. Sometimes, 
through the ambition to be equitable, he became a mere eclectic; 
but that which made the Roman the civiliser and legislator of 
the world was exhibited by Cicero in perfection. What he 
spoke, therefore, explained remarkably the thoughts of later 
Romans under the empire, and after their influences became 
blended with influences proceeding from other quarters. Cicero 
was certainly not less acquainted than Aristotle with the ne- 
cessity that might arise, from time to time, for modifying 
general laws to suit particular emergencies. The edicts of the 
pretors—the jus honorarium—accomplished this purpose. But 
though these edicts might be grounded upon equitable consi- 
derations, equity in its own nature lay beneath all edicts, and 
beneath the law itself. That belief descended from the jurists 
of the empire. The celebrated definition which Ulpian adopts 
with admiration from Celsus, ‘‘ Jus est ars bont et equi,” shows 








that they regarded equity as inseparable from goodness, 
-Equitas with them was the synonym for dqualitas. It 
pointed to the condition of which all transgression was the 
disturbance, and it attempted to restore that condition by affix- 
ing punishment to the misdoer, and compensation to the suf- 
ferer. On this ground rests the eloquent statement of Ulpian 
respecting the dignity of his own profession. Perhaps the am- 
bition of these jurisconsults to make men good, however honest 
and noble, was dangerous, as being liable to draw them out of 
their province. There was in the idea of an art of juris- 
prudence, something which interfered with the true conception 
of it asa science. In their definition of the Jus Naturale, as 
belonging to all animals equally, and in their reference of mar- 
riage to this head, there was a true desire to affirm a law which is 
not at the mercy of human caprice, but also a perilous confusion 
of mereinstincts with the privileges and obligations of a voluntary 
creature. Yet these confusions might rather have affected the 
value of their definitions than interfered with their idea of 
equity, but for another difficulty, in the minds of all Roman 
thinkers. This grand art of the good and the great, or 
the equitable, proceeded ultimately from the Emperor, and 
he himself was not bound by the terms and principles of it. 
Leges interpretari solo dignum imperatore esse oportet. Such was 
the maxim of Justinian. Mr. Maurice proceeded to show that 
the same notion was as strongly insisted upon by the Christian 
emperors, and continued :—The idea of a law, which is deeper 
than a law written upon tables of stone, and yet which does not 
in any way displace or contradict that law, but fulfils the 
purpose of it, is so worked into the heart of Christian Ethics, that 
it was impossible it should not affect the order of society into 
which Christianity had deeply penetrated. But it could not 
penetrate deeply or make this distinction felt until the Gothic 
reverence for domestic relationships had been combined with the 
Roman reverence for order and government. These two great 
elements of modern civilisation present themselves as the foun- 
dation of the distinction which our law and equity courts have 
respectively adopted. Between them lie the Pontifical maxims, 
more nearly akin to the imperial than the feudal. 

Next week we hope to give the conclusion of this interesting 
and valuable paper. 

The Right Hon. Robert Lowe, M.P.; Professor Abdy, of Cam- 
bridge; Mr. P. A. Gates; Mr. W. ©. Beasley; and Mr. F. 
Meadows White were elected members of the society ; and the 
society, on the proposal of Dr. Colquhoun, one of the honorary 
secretaries, elected four distinguished German Jurists honorary 
members. 
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Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Feb. 6. 
Tue Law or Divorce. 

Lord CAMPBELL moved for the production of a paper by Mr. 
Macqueen, the Secretary of the Commission, appointed four 
years ago to consider the law of divorce, who had lately been in 
France; and from oral communications, as well as from written 
books to which he had referred there, he had prepared a most 
valuable communication. This paper gave a sketch of the laws 
relating to divorce, and to husband and wife, which prevailed in 
France under the ancient régime, under the Code Napoleon, 
during the restoration of the Bourbons, and under Louis Philippe, 
as well as under the present law. He had also given an abstract 
of the codes of other continental nations, particularly of the 
Austrian and Prussian codes, which last was especially interest- 
ing to them as Protestants who did not look upon marriage as 
indissoluble. He thought it of great importance that their lord- 
ships should all have an opportunity of reading this valuable 
paper before the bill of his noble and learned friend came before 
them, and he therefore moved that it be printed and circulated 
for the use of the members. 

Lord BrovGHamM concurred with Lord Campbell as to the 
value of the document alluded to.—-The motion was agreed to. 

Cuurcn DIscipine. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in reply to a question by Lord 
Brovcua, said that the bill which he should introduce into 
the House would contain a provision that some of the episcopal 
bench should attend the Judicial Committee as assessors, when 
their presence would be likely to throw light upon any case 
brought before that body. 
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Monday, Feb. 9. 
Vexatious LAw PrRocEEDINGS. 


Lord Broueuam moved the first reading of a bill to put an 
end to frivolous suits. His object was to effect the establish- 
ment of courts of reconciliation similar to those existing on the 
continent. As the law stood a person might bring an action 
upon the most unfounded claims, without the slightest chance of 
being able to defray the costs. In such a case the plaintiff, on 
being nonsuited, and judgment for costs going against him, im- 
mediately took the benetit of the Insolvent Debtors’ Act. He 
was informed by the learned commissioners of that court they 
were debarred from considering whether a man had vexatiously 
brought actions, though they had jurisdiction to go into the 
question of vexatious defences. With a view of remedying this 
defect he had added clauses to this bill, in addition to so much 
of. it as consisted of the bill which he introduced in 1851, 
having for their object to enable parties to apply to a judge of 
the court in which the suits and actions were instituted, in order 
that he might, upon cause shown, order the complaining party 
to give security for costs. He had taken the unusual course 
of saying thus much upon the first reading, as he thought it 
advisable that attention should be called to measures of this 
kind in limine, in order that the opinions of professional and 
other competent persons might be had upon the subject, 

The bill was read a first time. 


Tuesday, Feb. 10. 
JURISDICTION OF THE EccuestasticAL Courts. 


The Lorn CHancetor, after describing how the Eccle- 
siastical Courts came to have jurisdiction over matters which 
cannot, except technically, be described as of an ecclesiastical 
character, stated that he proposed to introduce two bills for 
the remedy of abuses connected with the jurisdiction thus ac- 
quired in matters testamentary and matrimonial, and a third 
for the correction of clerks for misconduct and matters of that 
kind. First, with regard to the testamentary jurisdiction, it 
appears from a return laid before the other House during last 
session, that the number of courts actually granting probate was 
ninety-eight, although fifteen others were provided with ma- 
chinery for exercising that jurisdiction. Now, when a person 
dies within the jurisdiction of one of these courts, prima facie, 
that court has jurisdiction to grant probate, but many persons 
have personal property not all within the same district, and the 
consequence is that most persons have recourse to the Preroga- 
tive Court, while, in point of fact, the probate of the Prerogative 
Court is liable to be set aside if the testator had no property 
out of the district or diocess in which he died. Many attempts 
have been made to remedy this evil, but, whether from the 
conflict of interests or from other causes, they have proved 
abortive. It has been said that the subject is one of second- 
rate importance and of first-rate difficulty, but I trust that we 
shall be able during the present session to give the lie to that 
view of the case. It is a point also of great importance 
that wills should be properly preserved and registered, and no- 
thing can be more unsatisfactory than the arrangement of many of 
these small courts in that respect, although in the larger districts 
the registers are perfectly efficient. There is also another great 
evil connected with these courts. The contentious business con- 
ducted in them mainly consists in ascertaining whether a tes- 
tator was competent to make a will at the time of its execution, 
and then whether it has been executed with all the necessary 
legal solemnities. As to the competence of a testator to make 
awill, there is a vast amount of conflicting evidence, and the 
mode of procedure of the ecclesiastical courts is ill adapted to 
deal with cases of that description, the evidence being reduced 
to writing, and tendered in that form, whereby the advantages 
which would result from oral examination are lost. Another 
evil connected with this subject is, that, under the present sys- 
tem, the ecclesiastical courts decide only upon the validity of 
wills so far as the personal estate is concerned, while the real 
estate is decided by other tribunals. If a question, therefore, 
arises whether the testator were of sound or unsound mind, there 
may be a different decision with respect to the personal estate 
from that which may be given as to the real estate. ‘There is 
a suit of this description pending before your lordships’ bar at 
the present moment. In the year 1842, a gentleman named 
Colclough died seised of a large real estate in the county of 
Wexford, and of personal property to the value of £120,000 or 
£130,000. The will gave all the property to the widow, and 
she obtained probate in the Prerogative Court of Ireland, and 
took possession of everything. In 1849, however, the heir-at- 
law brought an action of ejectment to recover the real estate in 


Wexford, and the court decided that the testator was a man of 
unsound mind, and that the will had been unduly obtained. The 
consequence is, that, although the same piece of paper conveyed 
both properties to the widow, she has validly obtained possession 
of a large amount of personal property, while the question of the 
real estate, of some £7,000 or £8,000 a-year, yet remains in dis- 
pute. Now, that is an anomaly which ought to be dealt with. I 
propose, therefore, not that it should be necessary in every case of 
real estate to obtain probate, but that if there be a contest as to 
the sanity of the testator, and a caveat be entered against grant- 
ing probate as to the personal estate, then that the heir-at-law 
as well as the next of kin shall be cited, and that that adverse 
proceeding shall litigate and determine the question both as to 
the personal and the real estate. I think that we should adopt 
the suggestion of the last commission, that the court of probate 
ought to be a Queen’s court, and not an ecclesiastical court. I 
therefore propose to constitute one Queen’s court of probate ; but 
it should be observed that the duties of that court are practically 
almost entirely of a ministerial character. The real matter in 
which the public are interested is, that there should exist the 
means of ascertaining cheaply and without delay who is the re- 
presentative of the deceased person. All that is necessary for 
that purpose is to have a good, clear, cheap, and expeditious 
system of registration of wills; because that is what it really 
amounts to, the practical duty of the court being the duty of regis- 
tration. I propose that the proctors shall be continued, subject 
to the power of the Lord Chancellor and the judge of the court to 
add to their number, or to make new regulations with regard to 
them. “This monopoly, however, only applies to non-contentious 
business—to the proving of wills according to the ordinary 
form, or to what I call the common registration of wills. So 
much with regard to wills proved in London. But I propose 
that there shall be, as at present, a number of district courts 
where wills may be proved as they now are. For that purpose I 
propose to retain all the present diocesan registries, and 
to add a few others, so as to make the number thirty 
in all throughout the kingdom, because some of the dioceses 
are so large and straggling that it is inconvenient for 
persons to have to go so far. Their operation will be con- 
fined to cases where the personal estate is sworn under £1,500. 
When the property is of greater value, it will be more con- 
venient that the will should be proved in London. I propose, 
also, whenever a will shall be proved in a district court, to take 
away the power of questioning its validity. I intend to intro- 
duce a similar measure with respect to Ireland and Scotland. 
Of the 30,000 administrations granted in the year, about 29,950 
are included in the non-contentious jurisdiction of the courts, 
and I propose that all non-contested wills may be proved in 
London, if the parties please. With regard to the contentious 
jurisdiction the law at present is that, wherever a will is proved, 
there the question must be contested, whether it is a valid will 
or not. That arrangement is often very inconvenient, from the 
want of competent legal assistance. I propose, therefore, that 
there shall be no contentious jurisdiction in the country, but 
that it shall be carried on in the court of probate in London, as 
other questions are dealt with in the superior courts at West- 
minster. Strong objections have been taken to the expense and 
delay of the proceedings in the ecclesiastical courts. Under my 
bill, the registrars will be the officers to superintend the grant~ 
ing of probates, and the judge will be referred to in cases in 
which his assistance may be required, and I propose that ques- 
tions as to the sanity of the testator, and the due execution of 
his will, shall be dealt with exactly as trials of issues of will 
or no will are now conducted in the Court of Chancery, 
and that the same course of procedure should be followed as in 
the case of a trial for ejectment. With regard to the appoint- 
ment of a judge, I propose, as the present judge of the Prero- 
gative Court (Sir J. Dodson) will have almost nothing to do 
when all disputed questions of fact are sent to be tried by a 
jury, that one of the vice-chancellors shall discharge the duties 
of the new court, and in this way a saving will be effected to 
the country. With regard to the practitioners in the court, 
my decided opinion is, that the advocates in Doctors’ Commons, 
the proctors, and all the practitioners of the common law courts, 
should be at liberty to practise in the new court of probate. 
Thus far I have spoken of cases amounting to £1,500; but where 
the probate is sworn under £200, it shall be within the compe- 
tency of the county court to decide the matter. I shall now pro- 
ceed to the question of matrimonial jurisdiction. For a century 
and a half it has been the practice for this House, if an act of 
adultery on the part of a wife has been established, and a divorce 
a mensa et thoro obtained in the ecclesiastical court, to grant an 
| act of Parliament to enable the husband to marry another 
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woman. In the case of the wife she can only obtain a 
divorce from her husband if adultery has been committed 
by him under circumstances which render it impossible for 
her ever to cohabit with him again; as, for example, when the 
adultery amounts to incest—of which I believe there are only 
four instances on record. This is a state of things extremely 
discreditable to the country, and calls for a remedy. The law 
with regard to property acquired by married women divorced a 
mensd et thoro is exceedingly anomalous; and in the divorce 
bill of last session some proposals were made by my noble and 
learned friend (Lord Lyndhurst) with the object of mitigating, 
if not of removing, the existing evils. These proposals I pro- 
pose to introduce in the bill I am about to lay on the table. 
In the first place, if a married woman has been deserted by her 
husband without lawful excuse for a certain time—say three 
years—it is extremely reasonable that she should be entitled to 
a decree of divorce or separation from the court to be consti- 
tuted, which will enable her thenceforth to be mistress of her 
own property, and her husband be precluded, if he should 
return, from claiming as his property any money she may have 
accumulated. If, however, the husband and wife should desire 
to live together again, every facility should be afforded them 
for doing so. I therefore propose that a wife who has earned 
money shall, under such circumstances, have the power of making 
a settlement just as she could before marriage. It is now 
legally competent to married persons to separate by deed, but 
these separations are effected in a most cumbrous manner. I 
propose to remove these cumbrous anomalies, and to enable 
persons to do directly what they can only do indirectly, 
and that the wife shall in such cases have the same 
power over any property she may acquire as if she 
were separated by a decree of the ecclesiastical court. 
There is still another subject relating to ecclesiastical jurisdic- 
tion with which I propose to deal; viz., offences of the clergy, 
which may be classed under two heads—moral offences and 
doctrinal offences. At present the course of proceeding in such 
cases is artificial and cumbrous, and expensive to a degree 
hardly credible. If a clergyman is charged with any offence, 
moral or doctrinal, he is summoned to answer the accusation; 
and if he admits his guilt, the bishop inflicts punishment. If 
the accused does not admit his guilt, the bishop has to issue a 
commission to five persons, who are empowered to summon be- 
fore them witnesses in support of the charge, and the accused 
clergyman, and to inquire into the facts. The inquiry is at- 
tended with enormous expense and with great delay, and the 
result is reported to the bishop. If further proceedings are 
taken, the same dilatory and expensive course is pursued. The 
remedy I propose is, that a bishop may at any time file articles 
in his own court, in the simplest form, against an offending 
clergyman, or the same course may be taken by any voluntary 
promoter. If the accused admits the charge, the bishop, assisted 
by his chancellor or vicar-general, will pronounce sentence. If 
the charge is not admitted, I propose that a jury, consisting of 
five persons, clergymen and laymen, shall be summoned, and 
shall decide upon the questions of fact. If, however, the facts 
are established, the defendant may appeal, first, to the Court of 
Arches, and then to the Privy Council. 1 propose that the 
same course should be pursued in the case of doctrinal offences ; 
but I think that before such proceedings are taken, a certificate 
ought to be given by a certain number of persons of station in 
the Church, declaring that there are reasonable grounds for in- 
stituting proceedings. Iam sorry to say that, although this 
bill is in preparation, I am not yet enabled to lay it upon your 
lordships’ table. The noble and learned lord then laid the bills 
on the table, with the exception of the Clergy Offences Bill. 
Lord Lynpuurst observed that with respect to the testamen- 
tary jurisdiction, he was apprehensive the bill proposed would 
not generally be considered satisfactory. In the last session 
the Attorney-General introduced a bill upon this subject into 
the other House, and the great objection urged against it was 
that it was a transfer of the jurisdiction of the Court of Probate 
to the Court of Chancery. That transfer was objected to by 
almost every member of the other House whose attention was 
directed to the subject. It was said that it would be contrary 
to policy to add to the jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery ; 
and I heard expressions used as strong as this—No sane man 
would add to the jurisdiction of that court. In the present 
bill it is true the jurisdiction of the Court of Probate is not in 
terms transferred to the Court of Chancery, but it is so in sub- 
stance. In the first place the judge of the new court is to be 
one of the vice-chancellors. Further, the orders and regula- 
tions with respect to the course of proceeding are to be framed 
by that equity judge, assisted by another equity judge, the 


Lord Chancellor. Again, in the mode of enforcing the decrees 
of the court, the practice of the Court of Chancery is to be fol- 
lowed. So far, then, this tribunal is to be an adjunct to the 
Court of Chancery. Now, with respect to the mode of taking 
evidence in the Court of Chancery, I have communicated with 
many of the practitioners and some of the judges of that court, 
and they concur in the opinion that it is most unsatisfactory. 
But to proceed further, the appeal from the present Court of 
Probate is to a most popular tribunal, the Judicial Committee ; 
but it is proposed to take the appeal from that tribunal and to 
transfer it to the Court of Chancery, and from the appellate 
jurisdiction of that court to the appellate jurisdiction of the 
House of Lords! One objection which has always been made 
to the jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery is, that when 
questions of fact have to be decided, the court does not 
decide them, but calls in the assistance of other courts, 
When a case occur; in the city of London or in the 
county of Middlesex upon which a question of fact arises, 
an issue is sent to be tried before my noble and learned friend 
opposite (Lord Campbell). A question arises in the court of 
equity on my noble and learned friend’s decision, and a new 
trial is moved for, calling in question the decision of my noble 
and learned friend, before a judge who has never been in a court 
of common law in his life. It is an appeal from an enlightened 
judge who has practised every day in a court of common law 
to a judge who is comparatively ignorant of the subject. Again, 
as the law at present stands, an heir-at-law cannot be divested 
of his property without the verdict of a jury; he has a right to 
insist upon it. But by this bill a verdict will be by no means 
necessary. ‘The question may be decided by a court without a 
jury, and not by a court of common law, but by a court of 
equity. Again, about forty new district courts are to be esta- 
blished, or old courts already in existence are to be continued. 
But the registrars of those courts will have no more than a mini- 
sterial jurisdiction ; they will only have to seethat the wills are 
properly framed—a jurisdiction which might well be exercised by 
the registrars of the county courts under the superintendence 
of the judges, and the expense of these new courts saved to the 
country. Another very difficult part of the subject is that of 
compensation. You are transferring the jurisdiction from the 
Court of Probate, presided over by a learned judge, ex- 
perienced in the discharge of his duties and ably performing 
them, to a new tribunal, and I should be glad to know what 
compensation is to be offered to the members of that court ? 
Dismissing that subject,.I now come to the bill which relates 
to Church discipline—a subject of great importance. Our at- 
tention has been very much drawn lately to the statute of the 
183th of Elizabeth, under which a prosecution has recently 
been carried on. By that statute the slightest deviation in 
doctrine from any of the articles of the Church of England 
may be made the subject of a prosecution, although that devi- 
ation may be sanctioned by the highest authorities—by rev. 
and right rev. writers. And what is more, every offence within 
the jurisdiction of the act to which I have referred is an offence 
to be dealt with under the general ecclesiastical law; and if dealt 
with there, the punishment is not defined, but the sentence may 
adapt itself to the nature of the offence. I think this is a sub- 
ject of great importance, and one eminently deserving your 
serious consideration. With reference to the third subject— 
namely, the divorce bill—I shall say but a very few words, be- 
cause this bill was before your lordships last session. But 
there are two alterations in it, one an omission and the other 
an addition, to which I must briefly allude. The bill of last 
year contained a clause by which, in the case of a conviction 
and separation for adultery, the party guilty of the adultery 
should not be allowed to marry the accomplice. That clause 
had not been introduced in the present bill. I regret, too, that 
the bill contains no provision for putting an end to a practice 
of which I cannot speak too strongly in terms of condemnation 
—I mean the action for criminal conversation. I say it is 
scandalous and wholly inconsistent with the manly character of 
this country for a man to attempt to satisfy the laws of honour 
by having recourse to a proceeding of that nature. The only 
remaining point is the addition made to this bill on the point 
of separation. By that addition a husband and wife, without 
the intervention of any tribunal, and simply by a deed re- 
corded in some office, would be allowed to separate themselves, 
and afterwards live apart. I believe this is the first time that 
an attempt has been made to deal with the question of separa- 
tion in this way ; and I hope my noble and learned friend will 
well consider this clause before it passes into law. 
The Bishop of Exerrr thought that it would be better to 








make the subject of Church discipline a substantive bill than to 
let it form part of any general measure. 
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Lord CAMPBELL. I hear with astonishment and dismay that 
it is proposed that any married couple, if they have a temporary 
disagreement, or have had some improper purpose long enter- 
tained, may obtain a divorce for all practical purposes, except 
marrying again. In France they have what is called a separa- 
tion de corps, the effect of which is that the marriage between 
the parties affected by it is dissolved for all purposes, except 
marrying again; but in that case the matter must be decided 
by a judicial tribunal, there must be adequate reasons assigned 
for the separation, and an attempt at reconciliation on the part 
of the judge. Common law courts at present viewed deeds of 
separation with great suspicion, but such deeds were nothing 
compared with the judicial proceedings proposed under this bill, 
which would amount to a virtual divorce, except that parties 
would not be allowed to marry again. He, however, had his 
misgivings whether the reforms which had been desired for 
twenty-five long years would be accomplished by this bill, and 
he began to think that the ecclesiastical courts were immortal, 
and bore a charmed life. With regard to the Court of Chancery, 
he had a sincere respect for that court; but he did not think it 
was well imagined to make a Court of Probate an adjunct of 
that tribunal. Now, suppose an issue was directed to be tried 
as to whether a will had been properly executed, and whether 
the testator was of sound mind. That question would come 
before one of the judges of the land, either in the county of 
Middlesex or upon circuit; it might come before him. Now, 
he should feel it no degradation to have one of his decisions re- 
viewed by an equity judge; but at the same time, without 
arrogating any superiority to himself, he doubted very much 
whether it would not be more satisfactory to the parties if the 
appeal went before his brethren in the Court of Queen’s Bench 
and the Court of Exchequer Chamber, rather than before a 
single vice-chancellor. But he trusted that his noble and 
learned friend, if it was not too late, would avoid the Court of 
Chancery, and make his new tribunal a common law court 
Notwithstanding the difficulties pointed out, he hoped they 
would be surmounted ; and his friends and himself would all 
do their best to assist in this work, 

Lord Broveuam also hoped that the difficulties in the way of 
this important bill would be overcome by his noble and learned 
friend on the woolsack, but he confessed that his first difficulty 
arose upon this point—that it was proposed to establish a new 
court under an equity judge to exercise a common law jurisdic- 
tion. If he understood the plan aright, the new court was to be 
regulated by the procedure of the commonlaw. Now, if a Vice- 
Chancellor was to sit as a judge in such a court, what occasion 
was there to deprive the present judges in Doctors’ Commons of 
their jurisdiction? Why might not Sir J. Dodson discharge 
precisely the same functions which his noble and learned friend’s 
measure proposed to vest in the Vice-Chancellor ? As to common 
forms, could there be any doubt that such causes would be quite 
as well—if not better—disposed of by the present ecclesiastical 
judges than by a Vice-Chancellor ; and, as to contentious cases, 
could not those also be heard and decided upon quite as well by 
the Prerogative Court? The Vice-Chancellor, it seemed, was to 
direct an issue to be tried; but could not the judge of the Prero- 
gative Court do the same thing? He was quite of opinion that 
the ecclesiastical courts ought to be abolished ; but then, he con- 
tended, they should constitute a Court of Probate, not under an 
equity judge, not connected with the Court of Chancery, but a 
Court of Probate consisting of common law judges. He agreed 
with the right reverend prelate as regarded the question of Church 
Discipline, that it would be better to treat that as a separate 
question. There was another point to which he wished to call 
attention. A case had lately occurred which confirmed him in 
the belief that it was not right that any individual should be 
dragged before that tribunal in order that doctrinal points might 
be tested. He hoped, also, that for his own part he might meet 
with some encouragement to renew a bill which he had proposed 
some years back in order to remedy a great grievance. Under 
the present system, if a clergyman had from conscientious motives 
separated himself from the Church and become a Dissenter, and 
performed service as a Dissenting minister, he was by the present 
law liable at any moment to be brought before the diocesan, and to 
be dealt with as if he were still a member of the Church of 
England. ‘If it could be enacted as part of the proposed bill 
that all Church censure should cease as applied to parsons who 
had separated from the Church, he thought that it would be a 
wise and certainly a most tolerant addition. With respect to 
Church discipline, also, he hoped that some measure would be 
taken to relieve right rev. prelates from the position in which 
they were at present placed as regarded the enforcing of disci- 
pline. One right rev. friend of his, the Bishop of Winchester, 





had been in one case put to an expense of certainly over £4,000, 
and he believed over £5,000, not one farthing of which 
could he possibly recover, He was sorry that the bill did not 
go further in granting divorces a vinculo at the suit of the wife. 
As far as it did go it was in the right direction; but it did not 
provide the complete remedy that was required. He concurred 
in the remarks upon the suit of crim. con., where the woman 
whose character was at stake was not permitted to be a party 
to the suit, and when she might be the victim of a conspiracy 
between the husband and the alleged adulterer. He suggested 
that in actions of this description notice should be given to the 
wife; and he trusted that all these actions would finally be got 
rid of. In conclusion, he was understood to say that he would 
treat seduction as a criminal offence, instead of making it the 
subject of a civil action. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE said that the general provisions of the 
measure should undoubtedly receive his cordial assent, because 
he believed that the bill was calculated to effect a great im- 
provement in the law. It met some of the great difficulties 
which existed in the Court of Probate; it did away with a mul- 
titude of small jurisdictions; it established one court where the 
originals of all wills might be seen; and it put an end to the 
old annoyance of bona notabilia. Perhaps the chief merit of the 
scheme was that no new offices were to be created, and that no 
large compensations were to be granted under it. } 

Tke Bishop of Oxrorp after making some suggestions op- 
posed to the bill sketched out by Lord Brougham, at the con- 
clusion of his speech, said he wished to say a few words on 
another point. The Lord Chancellor had stated his readiness 
to adopt the suggestion which had been made to him of pro- 
viding assessors to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
in cases of doctrine. But that suggestion had been misappre- 
hended. The suggestion was that the Judicial Committee 
should decide the purely legal question involved in a case of 
doctrine without any admixture of the spirituality ; but that in 
order to enable them to do so there should be some machinery 
instituted by which they might learn from the spirituality what 
was the decision of the spirituality upon the point of doctrine. 
What the Lord Chancellor proposed would only make matters 
worse. 

Lord CAMPBELL remarked that the proposal of the right rev. 
prelate to establish a spiritual court to try causes coming before 
the Judicial Committee, would only make the decisions of the 
Privy Council more odious and more likely to create disgust, 
and bring about the disruption of the Church. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR maintained that one or more asses- 
sors, selected from the spirituality, would be amply sufficient 
to enable the Judicial Committee to decide any question of 
doctrine which might come before them. His noble and 
learned friend asked, why should not Sir J. Dodson be the 
new judge? His answer was that he wished to get rid of the 
Prerogative Court altogether. And if he was asked why he 
selected one of the Vice-Chancellors rather than a judge of 
one of the common law courts, his reply was that the Vice- 
Chancellor would be always at hand and ready to do the 
business of the court. But for that reason, no doubt, the 
duties would be as well discharged by a judge at common 
law as by a Vice-Chancellor. 

The bills were then read a first time. 


IMPROVEMENT OF LANGUAGE OF LEGISLATION. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR moved that the second report of the 
statute law commission be referred to a select committee, in 
order to consider the propositions in that report for the adop- 
tion of means to improve the manner and language of current 
legislation. It was proposed that an officer should be appointed 
with a sufficient staff, whose duty it would be to attend to all 
bills that were referred to him, to report exactly what was the 
existing state of the law on the subject to which it related, and 
what alteration it would effect in the existing law; to examine 
all bills after they had passed through committee, and report to 
the House the effect of the alterations which might have been 
made, so that Parliament might be guided in its decisions as 
to whether those bills should pass or not. After pointing out 
many mistakes in recent acts, he continued that the report of 
the commissioners recommended that bills should be classed so 
that those which laid down permanent rules of law should be 
separated from those of a local or private character ; that they, 
again, should be subdivided into statutes applying to England, 
Ireland, Scotland, and the colonies, and thus our legislation 
kept from becoming a confused mass which it was almost im- 
possible to comprehend. He therefore proposed that the re- 
commendation of the commission should be referred to a select 
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committee. He presumed the wish would be to have the same 
officers attached to both Houses—an arrangement which would 
save expense, and at the same timc promote unity of action. 

Lord CampBeELL gave the proposal his unqualified approba- 
tion. Their bungling mode of legislation had brought discredit 
on legislative assemblies. Questions relating to the common 
law, which were brought before the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
were very soon settled ; but those which turned upon the statute 
law occasioned the court great trouble and inconvenience. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Tuesday, Feb. 10. 
LeGau Epucation. 

Mr. KEATING asked the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether it was the intention of her Majesty's Govern- 
ment in the present session to introduce any measure founded 
upon the recommendation of the commissioners appointed to 
consider the subject of legal education ? 

Sir G. Grey said, he had had some communication with the 
Lord Chancellor, but nothing was decided at present. 

“ KinGsrorp v. Merry.” 

Mr. Grecson asked the Vice-President of the Board of Trade 
whether, in consequence of the doubts thrown by the courts of 
law upon the validity of advances on the hypothecation of 
goods or warrants, it was his intention to introduce any Dill 
upon the subject during the present session ? 

Mr. Lows said it was undoubtedly one of great importance. 
He did not the least doubt that the case of Kingsford v. Merry 
was decided according to law, but he did not think any one 
would say it was decided according to substantial justice. But 
it was not enough that the Government should know a hard 
case had been decided. “They must also be satisfied that their 
interference would be satisfactory to the mercantile classes, and 
on that point they were not satisfied. However, the Govern- 
ment would be quite ready to bring in a bill as soon as they 
were satisfied it would meet the wishes of the mercantile classes, 
whose interests the bill would materially affect. 

IMPROVEMENT OF LANGUAGE OF LEGISLATION. 

Lord PALmerston made a similar motion to that of the 
Lord Chancellor upon this subject, and proposed the appoint- 
ment of a proper officer who should be the servant of the two 
Houses of Parliament in regard to these matters, to whom all 
bills should be referred, and who should -report upon their 
phraseology and entire effect. 

Mr. NAPIER said that the course proposed would only deal 
with a small fragment of a very large question, to which he 
(Mr. Napier) intended to call the attention of the House on 
Thursday evening, but he did not offer any opposition. 

Mr. J. Ewart was of opinion that we should never have a 
comprehensive and practical scheme until we adopted the plan of 
Mr. Napier, for the appointment of a Minister of Justice, to 
which he should give his hearty support. 

Mr. J. G. PHILLIMorE thought that it would have been 
better to postpone the appointment of this committee until the 
whole subject had been discussed upon Mr. Napier’s notice. 

Mr. Bares said, that the commissioners thought that a 
board, or a single officer with a competent staff of assistants, 
should be appointed, their preference being in favour of the 
latter alternative of the two; this suggestion the proposed 
committee would have to examine, and whether the same 
ofticer should act for both Houses of Parliament, and should be 
nominated by each House separately on its own behalf.—Motion 
agreed to. 

Wednesday, Feb. 11. 
JupGMeNts Execution BIL. 

Mr. Crawrurp moved the second reading of this bill. 

Mr. F. Frenem opposed it, on behalf of Ireland, as being 
injurious to the interests of the mercantile and professional 
classes of that country. He stated that many of the small 
traders in Ireland were in the habit of making their purchases 
in this country; and, if the bill passed, they would, in the 
event of actions being brought against them here, be compelled, 
at aruinous expense, to bring over their witnesses to defend 
them; and he concluded by moving that the bill be read a 
second time that day six months. 

The amendment was supported by Mr. M‘Maunon, Mr. BLanp, 
Mr. GrorGe, Mr. HuGues, and Mr. Narrer; and, after some 
observations in favour of the measure from Mr. HAprieLp, Mr. 
J. FirzGeraup, and the AvrorNey-GENERAL, the House 

divided, when there were— 
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Majority ........ susdsteavkdessccsalecs) AUG 
Trust Prorerry. 
The ArrorNEY-GENERAL gave notice that, on Friday, the 
20th of February, he should move for leave to bring in a bill 


to render frauds by trustees criminally punishable. 
Thursday, Feb. 12. 
CAPITAL PUNISHMENTS. 

Mr. E. Ewart gave notice that, on the 26th inst., he would 
move for leave to introduce a bill to assimilate the law affecting 
capital punishments in Scotland with the law in England. 

LecaL Rerorm. 

Mr. Narrer moved an address to her Majesty, praying that 
she will be graciously pleased to take into consideration, as an 
urgent measure of administrative reform, the formation of a 
separate and responsible department for the affairs of public 
justice. He deplored the confusion, the inconvenience, and the 
inefficient administration of justice, arising from the want of 
an efficient central supervision of all matters relating to judicial 
procedure, by some person armed with authority who should 
be in constant communication with the judges and those who 
administered the law, to ascertain what difficulties they 
experienced, and to suggest remedies, and to devise and super- 
intend the framing of acts of Parliament, and the expurgation, 
classification, and consolidation of statutes. The law of this 
country was now in a transition state; and he believed that the 
law had declined in public opinion, and that the profession of the 
law was not rising in public opinion. He therefore urged the 
necessity of legal education; the reform of existing law; anda 
better mode of law making for the future ; all carried out on 
the most enlightened principles. This he believed could 
best be done by Parliament giving to the country a separate 
department for the affairs of justice. With regard to the 
objections which had been made to the principle of his 
motion: one was to the name; he cared not for the name 
—he wanted the thing. Another was on the score of 
expense. He did not think, however, that the country 
would grudge any expense for the establishment of a really 
efficient department of justice. Again, it was said, that it 
would interfere with the rights of the Chancellor; but it was 
admitted that the Chancellor was without such an organisation 
of a body of assistants as to enable him to perform the func- 
tions of a minister of justice. He answered other objections as 
to interfering with the Home Secretary, and with the Irish exe- 
cutive. It was also said that this department would interfere 
with the freedom of Parliament. Ile denied that the having a 
minister of justice in Parliament to take charge of and explain 
all matters relating to the law could in any way interfere with 
the freedom of Parliament. He knew that there were difficul- 
ties to be met in arranging the details of such an establishment ; 
but he did not think that they were insuperable. 

Mr. Cetiier seconded the motion and described what would 
be the functions of the department for the administration of 
justice. To that office ought to be returned all the judicial 
statistics relating to the working of every tribunal through- 
out the country. It would receive and record suggestions 
of improvements from the judges and any other persons by 
whom suggestions might be offered. It would conduct scien- 
tifically and methodically all those inquiries which had 
hitherto been delegated to a variety of commmissioners. The 
next great and important function which such a department 


| ought to undertake should be the progressive amendment of the 


law Under that head he included the consolidation of the 
statute law. Then, again, this department of public justice 
ought to have the care of preparing and passing through parlia- 
ment such measures of law reform as the government might 
determine upon, and for which the government ought to be re- 
sponsible. He then sketched other functions of the department. 
It would be perfectly consistent with the resolution before 
the house, that the Lord Chancellor should be appointed min- 
ister of justice, but if the duties of the office should be too 
onerous for the Lord Chancellor, then it would be most desirable 
that the head of the department should be a member of the 
House of Commons, and he thought, in many respects, that 
would be the most advantageous course. 

The ArrornEY-GENERAL said, that he did not think that 
there was any necessity for the appointment of such an 
officer as a minister of justice at the present time. In his 
opinion, all the objects of the resolution might be more 
effectually carried out by means of the existing machinery than 
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by introducing a change in the constitution which would require 
something more than was embodied in the present proposition. 
Everything that was required could be done without the 
admission into the cabinet of any such minister. It was clear 
to those who had given anything beyond a mere superficial con- 
sideration of the subject, that it would be impossible to introduce 
into the Cabinet a Minister of justice, so long as the Lord Chan- 
cellorand the Home Secretary remained there, without introducing 
discordant functions. He believed that it would be in the power 
of the Lord Chancellor, if furnished with a sutiicient staff, to ac- 
complish all that might be necessary to carry into effect the three 
great objects in view; first, an effectual superintendence over 
the adininistration of justice in all its departments; secondly, 
the superintendence and effectual carrying out of the amend- 
ment of the law; and thirdly, the giving prompt, effectual, 
and complete assistance to the conduct of the business of current 
legislation. 

Lord J. Russeni said, that the Lord Chancellor having 
so many various duties imposed on him, could not be 
competent to conduct a separate department, which was 
not only to have the superintendence of the administra- 
tion of the law, but the superintendence of all bills for the 
amendment of the law. He did not believe the Lord-Chan- 
eellor would have sutlicient time at his disposal. It was in 
consequence of being unable to devote his whole mind to the 
subject of law reform that the Lord Chane lor had introduced 
such bills as those relating to ecclesiastical courts and divorce, 
which appeared so eminently inefficient and unsatisfactory. 
On the contrary, an officer devoting the greater part of his 
attention to the subject, consulting, of course, with the Lord 
Chancellor, would be able to introduce into that house many 
measures of law reform far more harmoniously, and in a man- 
ner far more satisfactorily, than they had seen of late years. 

Mr. Kearine said that until such a department was 
established, the attempt to consolidate the statute law would 
never be attended with success. It was beginning at the 
wrong end. ‘They must first get the current legislation into 
proper condition, have a control over it, so as to keep it in that 
condition, and then the consolidation must be gradual. 

Mr. L. WicrAM thought there should be, at the head of 
this department some great officer who should be able to give 
his undivided attention to the subject; and said that such 
ofticer should be a member of that House. 

Mr. W. Ewart said that unless there was a minister of jus- 
tice in that House, the scheme would be abortive. 

Sir E. Perry was of the same opinion. 

Mr. Monracu CHAMBERS said that the effort to con- 
solidate the written and the unwritten law was one of 
the greatest efforts that had been made in modern times. It 
had been objected that the proposed measure would interfere 
with the private action of hon. members, but in reality it would 
have an exactly opposite effect. Instead of bringing in crude 
and unfinished bills, the government would be able to put 
forward their measures in such a state as would obviate the 
necessity for much discussion. 

Mr. Matiys said the house had been discussing what was 
most beautiful in theory ; but when they attempted to put it in 
practice, he was afraid they would find it a miserable failure. 

Mr. L. Kine was delighted to see the measure brought for- 
ward, because it would at all events break up the Statute Law 
Commission. That commission had cost the country more than 
£50,000, and it had done pos'tively nothing. 

Viscount PALMERSTON said: We have had a discussion 
whether a new minister should be appointed, to be called 
a minister of justice, or whether, on the contrary, we ought 
to build on existing foundations, and make the most of 
what we have by attaching the new department either to 
that of the Lord Chancellor, or of the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department. I think it would be right 
to endeavour to see whether you cannot accomplish your 
purpose by attaching that department to some of the ex- 
isting ones. I can assure the right hon. gentleman that it 
will be the duty of her Majesty’s Government to give their 
earnest attention to this subject. It is one which he himself 
admits is surrounded by great difficulties, one that will require 
avery mature consideration. That consideration shall be given; 

ad I am not without hopes that those difficulties may be over- 

e. I agree to this resolution as the pledge that the efforts 
of the Government shall be directed to meet the wishes of the 
House and the country on this subject. 

Mr. Napier expressed his gratification at the way in which 
his motion had been met by the Government. 

The motion was then agreed to. 
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132. Mersey Conservancy and) 

Dock: 








8. wocscccsccsccsceveoe| FED. 4) Feb. 
133. Metropolitan Cattle Mit... -/Feb. 6|Feb. 


134. Metropolitan New Street: 


and Improvements ......... Feb. 4/Feb. 5|Feb.11 





135. Metropolitan Railway ta 
136. Metropolitan Sewerage) 
(Outfall to the Sea)...... “| * ie 


..| Feb. 4 Feb. 5 
y| | 
veeeal Feb, 6, Feb. 9 


Feb. 


| 


Feb. 5] 





i) 


ot 





oa 
| 
| 


Feb.11 


| *137, Mid-Kent Ry., Bromley to! 














| *154. Newry and Enniskillen Ri ¥. Feb. 








| 193. Sittingbourne and Sheer-| | 
ness Railway...........ccssee Feb. 4 Feb. 6)F 














| 


z | Read 
NAME OF BILI | Se | ist 
= oe 33 | time. 
of 
| me | 








Report from 
Committee. 
amended 
conside re. 


Bill as 











St. Mary's Cray (Exten-! 

sion to Dartford) ............/Feb.12) ... 
*138.Mid-Kently. (Croydon! ) Feb. Aj ace 
139. Mid-Kent & S. Kent Ry. ...) «| ae 
140. Midland Gt. W estern Ry. off | 

Ireland (Sligo Extension)! Feb. 9} Feb. 10) 
141, Midland Gt. Western Ry. of 

Treland (Tullamore Line), Feb. 6 Feb. 9} 
142. Mid-Sussex Railway.........! 
143. Milford Improvement 
144. Monkland Railways... 
145. Mordon Carrs Drainage 1. Feb. 6\/Feb. 9 
146. National Assurance and In-} H 











‘IFeb. 6 Feb. 9 g 





| 
vestment Association ....../Feb.12) ... 0 |... 


147. Nene Valley\Drainage and | 
Navigation Improvement.|Feb. 5\Feb. 6) 
148. New Brunswick & Canada} | 
Railway & Land Co. ....../Feb. bs Feb. 9} 
149, Neweastle-under-L: yme ‘k| 








Leek Roads.........seseseeeree FED. 7 Feb. 10) 
Hereford R: ailway Lave peviaiaan 


150. Newport, Aberg: enny, + of 
| 


*151. Newquay Pier, Harbour, F 


and Railway .... 1.10) ve 





152. New River Company an 
153. New Ross Free Bridge Act! 
Amendment ..........ec.0000- 


155. Newry, Warrenpoint, and| ‘| 


Rostrevor Railway .........! i eb. 4. Feb. 5|Feb.10 


156, Newtown& Machy nilethRy.| ... 
157. Norfolk Estuary ree | 





Amendment ......00 
158. Norfolk Railway .|Feb. 6 Feb. 9 
159. North Derbyshire Railway! ..- | 
160, North-Eastern & Hartle- | 

pool Dock and Railway 

Cos. Amalgamation... Feb. 9\Feb.10 





161. North-Eastern Ry. (C re 4'Feb. 5/F 


*162, North-Eastern Ry (Lan-! | 

chester Valley Branch . 4) 
163. North Level Drainage...... 
164. North Staffordshire R 

(Bridgewater Canals)...... 
165. North-Western Railway . 
166. Norwich & Spalding Ry 
167. Oldham, Ashton-unde 


















Feb.10/Feb. 11) 


or vee 


Lyne and Guide Bridge) | | 
Junction Railways ....-.... \Feb. 4/Feb. 5/Feb.10 
168. Orkney Roads ......... es SC 


169, Otley and Skipton Road ... 
170. Peebles Railway 
171. Portadown and 








non Railway ............ vesses(F@. 5'Feb. 6)\Feb.11 
[Keb. 5|Feb. 6{Feb.11 
Feb. 4\Feb, 5|\Feb.10 


172. Portsmouth Railway. 
173. Portsmouth Water 
174, Prestwich, Bury, and Rad- | 
cliffe Roads .. i 
175. Price’s Patent Candle Co. 
176. Pulteney Town Harbour ...|Feb. 5 Feb. 
177. Reading Rys. Junction Ry. Feb. 4'Feb. 5] 
178, Reversionary Interest Soe. |Feb.11/Feb. 12) 
179. Rhymney Railway utéhanton see 
180. Richmond Improvement ... . 
181. Richmond & Kew Ex. Ry...| +++ 
182. Ringwood, Christchurch, & 
Bournemouth Railway ...|Feb.12, H 
183. * George's 8 Harbour Act | | 





eb. 6IFeb. 9| 








| 
| 
jose 
| 





184. st Helen's Canal and Ry... -|Feb. 6 Feb. 9 
185. St. Philip’s Chureh, Liverp.| Feb.12, ... 
186. Salford Borough (No.1) 2...) «| ee 
187, Salford Borough (No. 2) ...| +++ wm 
4188. Salisbury and Yeovil Ry...|Feb.10,_... 
189. Scottish Central Railway...|Feb. 5 Feb. 6 
190. Selby and Market feet | ol 
ton Road ... Feb. 6 Feb. 
191. Shrewsbury G .|Feb. 10, Feb. i 
192. Shropshire Union Rys. a and 
Canal, London and North- 
Western Ry., and Shrop- 
shire Canal Companies ...| «+. | 












194. Slaney River ‘Improvement| oe | 
195. Southampton, Bristol, andl 

South Wales Railway...... Feb. 4) ... 
196. South Devon Railway ......|Feb. 4|Feb. 5 
197. S.-Durham & Lane. Un, Ry. Feb. 4\Feb. 
198. S. Eastern Ry. (Greenwich 

June. to Dartford, &¢.) ...|Feb. 6 Feb. 9 
199. South-Eastern Ry. (Read- | 

1g, BC.)  .r.ccccscoorsseveeee| BCD. 10] Fed. 11 
200. South London Railway. 4 ee: 
201. South Shields Gas...,........, Feb. 6 Feb. 
202. South Staffordshire Water..|Feb.10 Feb. i 
203. South Yorkshire & North 





. Feb. 5\ Feb. GiFebtl 





“Feb. 4'Feb. 5 dase 


.|Feb. 5. Feb. 6\Feb.11 


Feb. 4'Feb. 5!Feb. 


\Feb. 5/Feb. 6IF 
‘Feb, 5/Feb. 6/Feb.11 


eins 
4\Feb. 5!Feb.10 


‘eb. 4/Feb. i 10 





204. Stamford & Essendine Ry..| ..- 
205, Stockton New Gas & Stock- 





| 
Lincolnshire Junction Ry. ae 
| 
| 
{ 


ton Gas Consumers’ Cos.../Feb. 4 Feb. 6 Feb 1] 
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#906. Stockport, Disley, & Wha- | 
ley Bridge Railway......... Feb. 4) ... El AE eee eee 
907. Stratford-upon-Avon Gas, .|Feb. 4'Feb. 5|Feb.10! ... ibe oa 
#208, Stratford-upon-Avon Ry...|Féb.10 nh a oes eee 
209. Sunderland Gas.......... Feb. 4 Feb. 5\Feb.10) ... ses ane 
210. Sunken Vessels Recovery| | 
Company seceeeeeee/F@D. 9 Feb.10 | es i 
211. Swansea Docks ..........0000+ ve | js <a 
212. Swansea Harbour Trust «& | 
Swansea Dock Company. Pe | eee soe 
913. Taff Vale Railway........ <...[Feb. 4 Feb. 5{Feb.10| fire 
214. Thames Embankments -_ | | | 
Railways .......+. eee - pos ee ne 
915. Thames & Medway Conserv.| lreb, 6 Feb. 9}... | PS eos 
216. Thames & Medway Ry...... one bo pees ie see Ope cer tee 
217. Tilbury, Maldon, ‘and Col- | | 
chester Railway ............ Feb. 4 Feb. 5 | - 
218. Times, Athenzeum, & Bea- | | 
con Ass. Cos. Amalgam....} ... |... eee AO ak eee 
219. Tipperary Joint Stock | 
Banking Company .... ate i ae OR a ae 
220. Torquay & St. Mary Church 
NOU: dans cunqenvvohecsstecsseasens ae eee coo | eee wee oe 
221. Tottenham, Hornsey, and| i | | 
Willesden Junction Ry...) «. - aren are ‘se a 
222. Tralee and Killarney Ry.... ‘Ireb, 4 Feb. ae era ae 
223. Tweed Fisheries..... |Feb. 5\Feb. 6\Feb.11; ... |... 
224. Tweed River Fisherie: Feb. 4\Feb. 6)Feb.10) ... we 
225. Tyne Improvement . Feb. 4'\Feb, ! j be oo ee 
226. Vale of Towy Railw , |: ave ,) ae ° 
227. Victoria Gas .......... eae oce 
228, Victoria (London) Docks. “a ue <o 
229. Watchet Harbour ....... ese | . “ 
230, Watchet Harbour Trust . wi eb. 5|Feb. 10| “aa eee oe 
231. Waterford & Tramore Ry IP Fe 4 Feb. 5) Feb. a decal Main eee 
232, Wearmouth Bridge, Fer- | 
ries and Approaches ......|Feb. 4)/Feb. 5 Feb.10! = 
233, Weaver Navigation . YR ahi | ee: “a see | ae 
234. West of Fife Mineral Ry....|Feb. G Feb. 9)... |... | eee oes 
235. West Hartlepool Harbour « | | | | 
Ry., and North-Eastern | 
Ry. "Cos. Amalgamation.../Feb. 6 Feb.10 teed wes 
236. West London and Crystal | | | 
Palace Railway.. ws | | el ae ove one 
237. West Metropolitan i 
Thames Embankment...... oe | ae | ° . ° 
238, Westminster Improvements'Feb.12! ... | « ee 
239. Westminster Terminus Ry, | } 
Ex. (Clapham to Norwood | | 








Abandonment)... Feb. 6/Feb. ¢ | 
| 
| 








240. West Somerset Mi y.|Feb. 4 Feb. 5 5\Feb. 10} | on 
*241. West Somerset Railway.../Feb.11) ... ae | 
242. Wexford Free Bridge ......) 2. |... aaa OE a 
243. Whitehaven and Furness | 

Junction Railway ........./Feb. 4'Feb. 5/Feb.10! ... | ese 
244. Whitehaven, Cleator, and | | 

Egremont Railway ...... «Feb. 4 \Feb. 5|F eb.10| ise I eco 
245, Willenhall (Wolverhamp- | | 

COM) GRBs cin sessivacdencavace .. (Feb. 9 Feb.10) 6 | os | ae one 
246. Wilmslow & Le awton a \Feb. 5 Feb. 6| aust Econ, bee eee 
247. Wimbledon & Dorking R te woe | cso | cee | coe | ccs eve 
248. Worksop & Attercliffe Ry oe eb.10) F "eb. en ae j eee ove 
249. Wycombe Railway .... 12). ae ae ee 





A division was taken on the scene reading of the cae es and U — 
Railway Bill. The second reading was carried...Ayes, 82; Noes, 

The second reading of the ‘Tralee and Kill: uney Junction Railw ay is 
postponed till February 25th, by order. 

The second reading of the Pultney Town Harbour was on Wednesday 
postponed till Friday. 

The second reading of the Chester Water Bill is postponed till Tuesday, 
the 17th instant. 


Solicitors must bear in mind that all petitions against bills must be pre- 
sented not later than seven clear days after the date of the second 
reading. a 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON STANDING ORDERS. 


The members whose names appeared (at p. !44) in last week’s number 
are appointed on the committee. They met, pro formd, on Friday, and 
will proceed to business on Tuesday next. 

In addition to the cases enumerated in last week’s number, the follow- 
ing have been referred by the Examiners of Petitions to the Standing 
Order Committee :— 

Dundalk and Enniskillen Railway 
New Quay Pier Harbour & Railway 
Salisbury and Yeovil Railway 
Stockport, Disney, and Whaley 

Bridge Railway 
Stratford-upon-Avon Railway 


Belfast Improvement 

Mid-Kent Railway (Bromley to St. 
Mary, &c. 

West Somerset Railway 

Fraserburgh Harbour 





COMMITTEE OF SELECTION. 


The members whose names were set forth in Colonel Wilson Patten’s 
notice of motion were appointed on Monday last. They met, for the first 
time, on Friday. aa 
STANDING ORDER PROOF. 


Cases heard by the Examiners in respect of bills which have not been 
introduced into the House, up to February 12th. 

{AppREviaTions:—S. 0. C., Standing Orders complied with. N. C., 
not complied with.) 











NAME OF BILL. Result. Examiner. 


Date. 
Feb. 9—Berkeley, Dursley, &c., Trust......ssessee0+ 
{ Adj. till 
» Shropshire Union Ray. and Canal, &c, Y Feb. 17 Mr. Frere 





+ Weaver Navigation we & 0. C. ” 
» aca he Sldire {Struck off 
» Border Counties Railway ......... eeeceeees ] the list f a 


10—Alva Parish 
» Aldershot Railway 





S.0.C. Mr. Smith 
RC. 


” 


a a eS a jestonatt 
o» New Ross Free Bridge ..........cc.ccccceccees {till Feb. 175 * 
Salford Borough (No. 1) .....cccccecssecseeee {postponed } 


+ Salford Borough (No. 2) (till Feb. 24f - 


( adj. till ) 

* (Wednesdays in Ree 

» Manchester Corporation .. ww. & OC. ” 

+ Carlisle, Liddesdale, and I awick Railway withdrawn 

11—West London and Crystal Palace . . C 

,, Wexford Free Bridge ..... 
North Derbyshire Railway 





» British and Irish Grand Junction........ 














Mr. Smith 


” 





Charing-cross Bridge ... He Mr. Frere 
; Stamford and Essenden Railway . . C. " 
o> Besselsleigh Road......ccccccccccccccsccccccsee ‘ . \ * 
» Cork Consumers’ Gas ........ eceee i a 


st — 





S.0.¢. Mr. Smith 


12—Dexthorpe Turnpike Trust..... cece 
§ adj. till 2 


+ Imperial Continental Gas ...........escee0e Y March 265 ‘ 

+» Keith and Defftown Railway............000. N. C. ” 
Wait see See Ca a ee { adj. till 
Thames and Medway Railway ........... "Feb. 20 f “ 
ee ica ae aia aa § adj. till 

+ Liverpool Docks Committee, Kc........+ { Feb. 17 pe 

+ Caledonian Railway (running powers) ... N. C. * 
Birkenhead, Lancashire, and Cheshire) 


Junction, and Great Western Cc withdrawn ” 













13—Bridgewater Market and Fairs .... 8. 0. C. a 
European and Indian Junction Telegraph S. O. C. ” 
Times, Atheneum, and Beacon Assurance S. O. C. * 

3 Swansea Harb. Trust, & Swansea Dock Co. S. O. C. “ 

» Newtown and Machynileth Railway 8. 0. C ” 

> 8. Yorkshire and N. Lincolnshire Juncti N. C. 2 

; Forth and Clyde Junction Railway - &£aC€ a 


Hamilton and Strathavon Railway 
+ Metropolitan Railway .......... 
Cork and Youghal Railway 

Fownhope and Holme Lacy Bridge 





0.C. Mr’ Frere 








i Margate Water ..........cccce0 : 0. C. a 
» Rhymney Valley Railway = eee 2 
; Wimbledon and Dorking Railway. - ££ ac ” 
alec a i Tae Gt (postponed), 

; London City Hotel and Building Co... till Feb. 27S Pa 
y «Slaney River Improvement...........sceceeeeee | 8. 0. C. ” 
Guildford Water pe 
Chepstow Gas........ a 
Mid-Sussex Railway. bei 
Mid-Kent and South aa 

Court Papers. 

House of Lords. 

Sesston 1857. 
CAUSES STANDING FOR HEARING. 
Set down in Session 1854. 
Scotland, S4“Ewan *. Sir J. Campbell et al, exparte as to certain Re- 


( spondents. 
Set down in Session 1854-5. 
..The Edinburgh, Perth, and Dundee Railway Co. v. Philip. 
England. C 


Chancery. ‘olclough et Ux. v. 


Boyse et al. 

Grey et al. v. Pearson & Anr. exparte as to Representatives 

j of William Rutter, deceased. 

— {Martin et al. v. Kelso et al., 

Scotland. 4" spondents (Ist appeal). 
...Same rv. Same (2nd appeal). 


exparte as to certain Re- 


England. 
Ex.Chamb. F 
England. ) y, b 
Chancery. § W Lord. 

Scotland. ...Cochrane et al. v. Baillie. 

England. ) The Shrewsbury and Birmingham Railway Company v. the 
Chancery. § London and North-Western Railway Company, et al. 

Ireland. ) Burrowes et al. v. Gore et al., exparte as to certain Re» 
Chancery. § spondents. 
§The Caledonian Railway Company v. Lord Belhaven et al., 

‘\. exparte as to certain Respondents. 


Salomons v. Miller (in error). 


ightwick v. 


Scotland. 


England. } Honeyman v. Marryat. 
Chancery. § 
..Colclough et Ux. v. Boyse & Storer. 
Keough et al. v. Anderson. 
Set down in Session 1856. 
England. ) The President, &c., of the College of St. Mary Magdalen, 
Chancery. Oxford v. The Attorney-General et al. 
Scotland. ...Finnie v. The Glasgow & South-Western Railway Company. 
Ernest (Official Manager of the Sea Fire Life Assurance 
England. ciety v. Nicholls (Interim Official Manager of the Port of 
Chancery. (London Shipowners Loan and Assurance Company. 
Scotland. ...Peddie v. Brown, Gordon, & Co. 


Ireland. \ ; as to Robert Casey. 
Chancery. j Smith v. Osborne et al., exparte y: 


Ireland. y 
Chancery. s 
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England. ) » Atki 
Chancery. Wing v. Atkinson, et al. 


Scotland. ...Dempster (or White) and Husband v. Dempster. 
en thanhy Croft v. Lumley et al. (in error). 

Scotland. ...Borthwick v. Glassford et al. 

England. ). Pastern Railway Co. ?. 
Chancery. § The South-Eastern Railway Co. v. Jortin. 
..-The Mayor, &c., of Beverley r. The Attorney-General. 

... The President, &c., of St. George's Hospital c. Philpott et al. | 
) Vernon et al. x. Wright ct al., exparte as to certain Respond- | 


” 


” 
” 


< y_ ents. 
Scotland. ...Belford et al. r. Morton: 
” «The London and North-Western Railway Co. v. Lindsay, 
England. . Bennett v. Turquand (Official Manager of t..e Cameron's | 
Chancery. § Coalbrook Steam Coal & Swansea & Loughor Railway Co. 
. The Rev. T. Philpott v. The President, &c., of St. George's 
” j Hospital, et al. 
Scotland. ...Edmond v. Giordon & Another. 
Gamer. \ Shaw v. Neale & Another, exparte as to James Neale. 
---Clarke and Another v. Hart 
(Morgan & Anr, v. Morris et al., exparte as to certain Re- 


Scotland. 1. spondents. 


Rng cover’ \ Cooper v. Slade (in error) Bill of Exceptions. 

England. ) The Attorney-General v. Philpott et al., exparte as to certain 
Chancery. § Respondents. 

Re sence i Roddy et al. v. Fitzgerald & Another (in error). 

England. } ° . 
Chancery. f Baker v. Baker. 

Scotland. ...Tennant v. Morris et al. 
...Dixon & Another v. Dimmack, Thompson, & Firmstone et al. 
Causes fully heard, 
Scotland. ...Edinburgh & Glasgow Ry. Co. rv. Provost, &e., of Linlithgow. 
) Glammell et al. r. Her Majesty’s Commissioners of Woods, 
“ie j &c., and the Lord Advocate for Scotland. 
England. t 
Ghemner. \ Ridgway v. Wharton. 
England. } Hooper & Another vr. Lane et al. (Bill of Exceptions) (In 
Ex.Chamb.f error) (Questions to Judges, June 26, 1856). 
Ireland. ) Boyse rv. Rossborough et al., exparte as to Respondent R. 
Chancery. § Boyse. 
Same v. Colclough et al., exparte as to Respondent R. Boyse. 
The Bartonshill Coal Company et al. vt. Clark (or Reid) 
et al. (Bill of Exceptions). 


” 


” 


Scotland. 


Claims of Peerage, and Claims to Vote for Representative Peers for Ireland, 


depending. 
Lovat Peerage 
Earl of Granard’s claim to vote 
De Scales’ Peerage 


Annandale Peerage 
Herries Peerage 
Montague Peerage 
Roscommon Peerage Nithsdale Peerage 

Grandison Peerage | Lord Inchiquin’s claim to vote 
Tracy Peerage |; Newburgh Peerage 


Queen’s Bench. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 


New Case set down by Order of Court. 


Special Case .......cccccccccscrscccrssseveceesscseeece The Queen v. Lees. 


Spring Civeuits of the Hudges. 
1857. 





The following are the days appointed for holding the Assizes on the 
Home Circuit :— 
CressWELL, J., and CHANNELL, B. 


BRTOIRGE  ccccscsecnsesncsesscesssnevecs Saturday... 






Feb, 28, 








Chelmsford .. Wednesday March 4. 
Maidst Monday March 9. 
BOIS covasccevvassecssvenintbuncesvas Monday « March 16. 
Kingston Thursday........eceeeee March 19. 





For the other circuits, see page 146 ante. 

An error has arisen in some of the circuit papers published, the town of 
Brecon being left out on the South Wales Circuit, and the commission 
day for Presteign, on the same circuit, stated to be the 21st March. 
It will be seen at page 146 ante that the commission day for Brecon is the 
21st March, and for Presteign the 25th March. 

Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 

HALL—On Feb. 5, at 58 Westbourne-grove, Bayswater, the wife of Wil- 
liam Champain Hall, Esq., solicitor, of a son. 

LORD—On Feb. 5, at Parkfield, the wife of James Lord, of the Inner 
Temple, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

WOODROFFE—On Feb. 12, at Hampstead-heath, the wife of John 
Edward Woodroffe, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE, 

BAKER—BAKER—On Feb. 5, at St. Michael's, Heavitree, near Exeter, 
by the Rev. Henry R. Surtees, vicar of Stockland-cum-Dalwood, Devon, 
Henry Goldney Baker, Esq., solicitor, Axminster, to Isabel Elizabeth, 
eldest daughter of the late Mr. Thomas Russell Baker, of Exeter. 

DEATHS. 

JONES—On Feb. 7, Thomas Jones, Esq., solicitor, of 60 Stanhope-street, 
Hampstead-road, aged 44. 

MANNING—On Feb. 5, at 33 Cambridge-square, Hyde-park, after a pro- 
—= illness, Rose Francis, second daughter of Mr. Serjeant Manning, 

A. 


RUSSELL—On Feb. 10, at his residence, 38 High-street, Croydon, James 


Unclaimed Htock in the Bank of England. 

The Amounts of Stocks stated sill be transferred to the undermentioned 
Parties unless Claimants appear within Three Months, 

ALLIX, CATHERINE ANNE (spinster, sole executrix), £300 Reduced 3 per 
Cents., heretofore standing in the name of Catherine Allix, of Shrews- 
bury, widow, deceased. 
Garrat, Jonn (acting executor), £126: 11:8 Reduced 3 per Cents., 
heretofore standing in the name of John Sudlow, of Monument-yard, 
gent. ‘ 
Moore, Joun, £2,300 Consols, heretofore standing in the name of John 
Moore, jun., of Hunton. Kent, Esq. 
StavucutTer, Epwakp, £56: 15: 1 Consols, heretofore standing in the 
name of Edward Slaughter, of the Canal Ironworks, Limehouse, Esq. 
Svutrtrox, Cuar.orre (wife of Robert Sutton, formerly Charlotte Neithorpe, 
spinster), £100 Consols, heretofore standing in the name of Christian 
Nelthorpe, widower, & Charlotte Nelthorpe, spinster, both of South 
Ferriby, Lincolnshire. 
Warnry, Greorce, & Joun Warny (administrators), £100 Reduced, here- 
tofore standing in the name of Thomas Warry, of New-inn, Middlesex, 
gent. 
WarTeE, CAnoLrne Spencer (widow), & Wuiu.11AmM Unprerwoop (execu- 
tors), £100 Consols, heretofore standing in the name of Charles Wayte, 
of Regent-st., St. James's, furrier, deceased. 
West, Josern, £500 3 per Cent. Consols, heretofore standing in the name 
of Joseph West, of Bedford-st., Commercial-road, butcher. 


“ a re ao 
Neyt of Bin. 
Advertised for during the Week, 


Mornt, AMELIA, formerly Amelia Nisbet, spinster, second daughter of 

Walter Nisbet, formerly of the Island of Neois, deceased. 

NisBet, Jostan, Esq., second son of the said Walter Nisbet. 

Roperrtson, Canouine, formerly Caroline Lockhart, spinster, youngest 
daughter of the late James Lockhart, Esq., of Canmethan-house, Lan- 
arkshire, deceased. 

Woopwarp, ——. formerly of the West Indies. 

The children of Mount and Robertson and the representatives of Nisbet 
and Woodward, to apply to Mead & Daubery, 2 King's-bench-walk, Temple, 


Parsons, Joun (who died in Noy. 1855), Colliery Proprietor, late of 
Craig Cottage, near Neath, and of Swansea. Next of kin living at his 
decease or their personal representatives, are to come in on or before 
Mar. 13, and make out their claims at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. 

Wess, ANN (who died on May 1, 1841), Berkeley-sq., Bristol All per- 
sons claiming to be her next of kin are to come in and make out their 
claim on or before Mar. 5, at the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 


ae — +>- —-— 
fone Market. 


CITY, Fripay Evenre. 


The arrival of gold from Australia in the early part of this 
week was very large, two vessels bringing £820,000. The 
estimates for the Army and Navy have been published, 
and shew a reduction of £17,000,000, reducing this charge to 
something near the level of years preceding the late war. 

It is announced that our differences with Persia are likely to 
be arranged. 

These favourable occurrences have caused during the last 
three days an advance in the English Funds of 12 per cent. ; 
On the Stock Exchange there has been a full supply of money, 
and in the discount market, and at the Bank of England 
greater ease. 

From the Bank of England return, for the week ending the 
7th instant, which we give below, it appears that the amount 
of notes in circulation is £18,873,205, being a decrease of 
£300,030, and the stock of bullion in both departments is 
£9,979,246, shewing a decrease of £160,730, as compared 
with the previous return. The rate at the Bank for discount 
and advances continues without alteration. 

In the Corn Markets there is again a tendency to lower prices. 
Arrivals from abroad have not been large in wheat, but 
more bountiful in flour, the price of which has declined 
In the Meat Markets there is no appearance of any abatement 
in price, but rather the contrary. Other prime necessaries of 
home produce, and several articles in general demand 
imported from the colonies, and foreign countries, con- 
tinue to realise advanced prices, in consequence of the 
present favourable weather, and the approach of Spring. 
Many articles of less general demand have materially 
advanced in price. Successsive unproductive seasons have 
enhanced the price of foreign wines and spirits beyond 
what could have been supposed possible a few years ago. ‘The 
failure of the crop of silk in France, Italy, and China, has 
greatly advanced the price of silken mauufactures, and a short 
supply of leather, and the lighter sorts of skin, has made several 
important articles in general use, much higher in price. 

Two important financial measures engage the attention of 
the House of Commons, and the pubiic ; namely, the reduction of 





Russell, Esq., solicitor, third son of William Russell, Esq., aged 34. 


the Income Tax, and the renewal of the charter of the Bank 
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of England. With the favourable view of expenditure now 
before Parliament, an immediate reduction of a large proportion 
of the present rate of Income Tax appears to be practicable, 
without, on the one hand, increasing the permanent debt; 
and, on the other hand, without interfering with that relief 
in regard to Custom and Excise Duties which the Free-trade 
policy, and financial measures of former years, have established 
on a foundation to which the experience of every year adds 
additional security. The consideration of the Bank Charter 
Act is referred to a committee. The Debate shewed little 
strength on the side of those who have previously, on many 
occasions, impugned the policy of the Act of 1844. Govern- 
ment has not suggested any change. Those who deem it to be 
essential to the safe circulation of bank notes that there should 
be good security for their convertability, and that that con- 
vertibility must be into gold and silver on demand, are likely 
to find their views again established, notwithstanding the 
strong demands for other measures which have been frequently 
forced on public attention. 
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Bank of Enqlanv. 


AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 7TH DAY OF FEBRUARY, 1857. 
Issce DEPARTMENT. 
4 ! 








| £ 
Notes issued 23,767,500 | Government Debt 11,015,100 
Other Securities . 3,459,900 
Gold Coin and Bullion. 9,292,500 
Silver Bullion . — 
£23,767,500 | £23,767,500 





BANKING DEPARTMENT. 
£ | 
14,553,000 | Government Securities 


3,514,949 | (incl. Dead Weight 
} <Annuitiy) -  « 11,524,457 


4 aaa Capital . 


Public Deposits (includ- 


ing Exchequer, Sav- | Other Securities - 17,901,683 
ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes . . 4,894,295 
sioners of National Gold and Silv er Coin . 686,746 
Debt, and Dividend | 
Accounts) . 6, poms 253 | 
Other Deposits . + — 9,596,808 | 
Seven day «& other Bills 788, 171 | 
£35,007, 181 | j £35,007, 181 


Dated the 12th day of Feb., 1857. M. Marsuart, Chief Cashier. 


London Ghasettes. 


Turspay, Fed, 10, 1857. 
The Right Hon. Valentine Augustus Browne was, on Feb. 7, sworn one 
of her Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy Council. 
The Right Hon. Charles Anderson, Earl of Yarborough, was, on Feb. 7, 
sworn to be Lord Lieutenant and Custos Rotulorum of the county of 
Lincoin. 





NEW MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT. 
Tuespay, Feb. 10, 1857. 


Borough of Aylesbury—Sir Richard Bethell, Knt., her Majesty's 
orney-General. 

Borough of Hertford—The Right Hon. William Francis Cowper, Vice- 
President of the Committe of Privy Council for Education. 

Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 

Borough of Greenwich.—Lieutenant-General Sir William John Codring- 
ton, K.C.B., of Eaton-square, in the county of Middlesex, in the room of 
Peter Rolt, Esq., who has accepted the office of Steward of the Manor of 
Hempholme. 

Borough of Newport.—Robert William Kennard, of Upper Thames- 
street, in the City of London, Esq., in the room of William Biggs, Esq, 
who has accepted the office of Steward of the Chiltern Hundreds. 

Town of Southampton.—Thomas Matthias Weguclin, of Goldings, near 
Hertford, Esq., in the room of Sir Alexander James Edmund Cockburn, 
Chief Justice of the Common Pleas. 

Town of Kingston-upon-Hull.—James Clay, of Montague-square, im the 
county of Middlesex, Esq., in the room of Sir William Henry Watson, 
one of the Barons of ‘the Court of Exchequer. 

County of Dumfries.—John James Hope Johnstone, Esq., of Annandale, 
in the room of the Right Honourable Archibald William Douglas, eom- 
monly called Viscount Drumlanrig, now Marquis of Queensberry. 


Bankrupts. 
Turspay, Feb. 10, 1857. 

EDWARDS, Witt1am, Ale and Porter Merchant, 325 High-st., Wapping. 
Feb. 19, at 11, Mar. 19, at as yaaa Com. Evans. Off. Ass. 
Johnson. Sol. Brown. Pet. Feb. 7. 

SKINNER, Shenia, Siawaheen Sheffield. 
Sheffield. Com. West. Off. Ass. Brewin. 
Sheffield. Pet. Feb. 2; filed, Feb. 4. 

LEVI, Hyram, Clothier, Liverpool. 
pool. Com. Stevenson. Off. Ass. Bird. 
Feb. 4. 


Attor- 


Feb. 21 & Mar. 21, at 10; 
Sols. Hoole & Yeomans, 


Feb. 20 & Mar. 12, at 11; Liver- 
Sol. Woodburn, Liverpool. Pet 


Fripay, Feb. 13. 

BRYANT, W1L11AM, Boot and Shoe Maker, Stratford, Essex. Feb. 24, at 
11, and Mar. 26, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Off. Ass. Johnson. 
Sol. Heath, Artillery-pl, Finsbury. Pet. Feb. 9. 

CALVERT, Wituiam, & WILLIAM CALVERT, jun. (Calvert & Son), Hard- 
waremen, Sunderland. Feb. 23, at 12.30, and Mar. 27, at 12; New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Harle, Bush, 
& Gaskell, 20 Southampton-bldgs, Chancery-la., and 2 Butcher-bank, 
Newcastle-upon- Tyne. Pet. for arrangt. Jan. 9. 

CAVENS, GEORGE, Jeweller, Carlisle. Feb. 23, at 11, and Mar. 34, at 12; 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Og. Ass. Baker. So/. Watson, 10 Royal-arcade, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, or Harwood, 10 Clement's-lane, Lombard-st., 
London. fet. Feb. 10. 

CAULTON, Grorcr, Common Brewer, Radford, Nottingham. Feb. 24, 
and Mar, 24, at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy, Of. Ass. Harris. 
Sols. Bowley & Ashwell, Nottingham, or Hodgson & Allen, Bir- 
mingham. Peé. Jan. 24. e 

CLAYTON, CHakLes Hvupsoy, Milliner, Liverpool. Feb. 26, and Mar. 20, 
at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. Off. Ass. Bird. Sol. Thomas, 
Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 11, 

CORNELL, Troms, Carver and Guilder, 63 King-st., Regent-st., and 
Farmer, Roydon, Essex. Feb. 26, at 12, and Mar. 27, at 1; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Chidley, 10 Basinghall-st. 
Pet. Feb. 11. 

DANGERFIELD, Joy, sen., Builder, Kirtley, or Kirkley, Suffolk. 
Feb. 24, at 12.30, and Mar. 31, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com, Holroyd. 
Off. Ass. Lee. Sols, Fhilpot & Greenhill. 49 Gracechurch-st. Pet. Feb. 3. 

DAVISON, Jonny, Anchor and Chain Maker, Kingston-upon-Hull. Feb. 
25, and Mar. 25, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. Off. Ass. 
Carrick. Sols. Wells & Smith, Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. Feb. 6. 

FOX, Cartes, Corn and Flour Dealer, Chester-rd., Hulme, Manchester. 
Feb. 26, and Mar. 19, at 1; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Sok 
Partington, Manchester. 

FOX, Sir Cuartes, & JoHn HENDERSON, Engineers and Contractora, 
London Works, Smethwick, S‘afford, 8 New-st., Spring-gardens, West- 
minster, and Fore-st., Limehouse. Mar. 2 & 30, at 11; Birmingham. 
Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols, Colmore & Beale, Birmingham. 
Pet. Feb. 11. 

GANS, Sicismunp, Importer of French and German Fancy Goods, 9 
Essex-st., Strand. Feb. 24, at 11.30, & Mar. 26, at 1; Basinghall-et. 
Com. Evans, Off. Ass. Johnson. Sols. Sydney & Son, 46 Finsbary- 
circus. Pet. Feb, 2. 
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HAWKEY, Witi1am Epwarp, Tailor. 4 Sykes-ter., Mile-end-rd. 
27 & Mar. 31, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Of. Ass. Edwards. 
Sols. Philpot ‘& Greenhill, 49 Gracechureh-st. et. Feb. 15. 

KINDRED, Freperick, Miller, Framlingham, Suffolk. Feb. 24, at 2.30, 
& Mar. 31, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Edwards. 
Sols. Aldridge & Bromley, Gray’s-inn, or Baker, Ipswich. Pet. Feb. 3. 

LANGRIDGE, Jonny WiitaM, Stay-maker, 79 Bull-st., Birmingham. 
Feb. 28 & Mar. 21, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Og Ass. 
Christie. Sols. Harrison & Wood, Birmingham. Pet. Feb. 10. 

LEES, Jony, Brickmaker, Garrison-lane, Birmingham. Feb. 28 & Mar. 
21,at 11.30. Com. Balguy. Off Ass. Bittleston. Sol. East, Birmingham 
Pet. Feb. 10. * 

Mc CLYMONT, Gavus, jun., Draper, Bradford, Yorkshire. Mar.9 & April 
6, at 11; Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Robson, Halifax, 
or Cariss & Cudworth, Leeds. Pet. Feb. 11. 

PARKER, Micuaex, Ironmonger, Kingston-upon-Hull. Mar. 4 & April 
1, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. Off Ass. Carrick. Sol. 
Mends, Hull. Pet. Feb. 10. 

PAUL, Jony, Corn and Seed Merchant, 
Mar. 30, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Henderson, 22 Leadenhall-st. 

PORTER, Puitir, Cotton Broker, Liverpool. Feb. 27 & Mar. 
Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. Off. Ass. Turner. 

Pet. Jan. 24. 


SCHERMAN, Apo.truvs, General Merchant, 8 George-st., Minories, and 

. 6 New Broad-st. Feb. 24, at 2, & Mar. 31, at 12; 

—_ Off. Ass. Lee. Sols, J. & S. Solomon, 22 Finsbury-pl. 
‘eb. 

SMITH, Jonny, Corn Dealer, Staplehurst, Kent. Feb. 24, at 1, & Mar. 7, 
at 12; Basinghi ul-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sols. 
Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 20 Aldermanbury. et. Jan. 12. 

STEPANOFF, Micuaet, Merchant, Liverpool. Feb. 27, & Mar. 19, at 11; 
Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. Off Ass. Turner. Sols. Littledale & Bards- 
well, Royal Bank-bldgs., Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 9. 

WATTS, James, Innholder, Norton St. Philips, Somerset. Fe’ 


51 St. Mary-axe. Feb. 27, & 
Com. Goulburn. Of. Ass. Pennell. Sol. 
Pet. Jan. 24. 

19, at 11; 
Sol. Tyrer, Liverpool. 


Pet. 


b. 23, & Mar. 


23, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill Og. Ass. Acraman. Sol. Selwood, 
Somerset. Pet. Feb. 3. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


Turspay, Feb. 10, 1857. 
Berlin Wool Dealer, 


Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 
3uilder, Queen’s-gardens, and Westbourne-grove, Bays- 


GIRDLESTONE, HENRY Jou, ) King’s-rd, Brighton, 


ATKINSON, JOHN, 
water. Feb. 11. 
Situ, Davip, Licensed Victualler, Lord Nelson, Duke’s-rd., St. Pancras. 
Jan. 24. 
MEETINGS. 
Turspay, Feb. 10, 1857. 


AcKROYD, CHARLES, & WILLIAM Weston Row .es, Carpenters, King-st., 
Long Acre. Mar. 6, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. inal 
Div. 


Brack, Parrick Apair, & JoHN WHITTINGHAM, Provision and General 


Brokers, Liverpool. Mar. 6, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. Div. 
sep. est. of Whittingham. 
Burn ey, Jonny, Cloth Manufacturer, Batley, Yorkshire. Mar, 5, at 11; 


Leeds. Com. West. Div. 
barre ‘TON, Josuva, Commission Agent, Bradford, Yorkshire. 
; Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Div. 
Pita Re ng JAMEs Lunp, Merchant, Liverpool. 
Com. Stevenson. Div. 


Mar. 24, at 


Mar. 5, at 11; Liverpool. 


Davies, DantreL, Glass Merchant, 62 and 63 Newington-causeway. Mar. 3, 
at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. inal Div. 

Dove as, JoserH, Apothecary, | Sumner-ter., Brompton. Mar. 3, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Fawcett, Wittiam, Carpet Manufacturer, Kidderminster. Mar. 4, at 11; 


Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 


Harvey, RicHarp, Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull. Mar. 4, at 12; King- 
ston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. Div. 
Harvey, Joan Laurence, Draper, 50 Chichester-pl., King’s Cross. Mar. 


3, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

Hetssy, Roper, & Josern HELsBy, Builders, Garston, Childwall, Lan- 
cashire, and Warrington. Mar. 6, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. 
Div. 


HEMINGSLEY, Thomas, Cut Nail Manufacturer, Willenhall, Stafford. Mar. 
4, at 10.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 
Hurst, GEORGE Epwakrp, Cloth Merchant, Halifax. Mar. 5, at 11; Leeds. 


Com. West. Div. 
Kine, Octavivs, & AtFrep Kine, Corn Merchants, Dullingham, New- 
market. Mar. 5, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com, Evans. Div. 
Kineston, WiLLiaM, Linen Draper, 21 Bridge-rd., Lambeth. 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

MarsHAtt, Davin, Tailor, Bristol. Mar. 12, at 11; 
Fur. Div. 

Murray, Joun, Coal Merchant, Middle Wharf, Great Scotland-yd., St. 
Martin-in-the Fields, Mar. 4, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

PickeERING, WiLLIAM, Bookseller, 177 Piccadilly. Mar. 3, at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Po.anp, Joun, Wholesale Furrier, Broadway, Ludgate-hill. 
12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Last Ex. 

Rem, James, Tailor, Liverpool. Mar. 6, at 11; Liverpool. 
son. Div. 

Roserts, Jonny, Ship Builder, Holyhead. 
Stevenson. Div. 

STovELD, MARGARET JANE, Ship Builder, Blyth, Northumberland. Mar. 6, 
at 11; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. First Div. 

Suepen, Jouy, & Grorer WeBsTER, Woolstaplers, Bradford, Yorkshire. 
Mar. 24, at 11; Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Div. 

TaeG, Joun James, Innkeeper, Bear Hotel, Reading. 
singhall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

WILLIFoRD, WILLIAM, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Scarborough. 
at 11; Leeds. Com. West. Div. 


Mar, 4, at 


Bristol. Com. Hill. 


Feb. 27, at 
Com. Steven- 
Com. 


Mar. 6, at 11; Liverpool. 


Mar. 4, at 1; Ba- 


Mar. 5, 


Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 
CANTRILL, Tuomas, Railway Grease Manufacturer, 4 Rivers-ter., York- | 
rd., King’s-cross. March 10, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 


Feb. 


Basinghall-st. Com. | 


| 
Messrs. 








Denison, Henry, Money Scrivener, Liverpool. Mar. 9, at 12; at Liver. 
pool District Court of Bankruptcy, to decide upon accepting or refus- 
ing offer of composition. 

GWILLIAM, GEORGE, Wheelwright, Leeds-st., 
Liverpool. Com. Perry. Div. 

IrisH, MARMADUKE, Licensed Victualler, White Hart Inn, Maidenhead 
Mar. 6, at 11; Basinghall- st. Com. Evans. Div. 

Jomns, JosE pu, Innkeeper, Salisbury Arms Inn, Hertford. Mar. 5, at 11; 
Basinghall- st. Com. Evans. Last Ex, 

Marston, Ronert, & Georce Marston, Manufacturers of Hosiery, Lei- 
cester. Mar. 10, at 11; second meeting for deciding on offer of compo- 
sition of 6s. 8d., White Lion Hotel, Market-pl., Leicester. 


Liverpool. Mar. 17, at 11; 


Nicuorson, THomas, Machine Maker, Leeds. Mar. 6, at 11; Leeds. Com. 
West. Div. 
Parssonx, WILttAM NenemtAn, Millwright, Gravel-lane, Southwark, 


Mar. 6, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 
SamvEL, Lyon, Silversmith, 13 Bury-st., St. Mary Axe. 
Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. further Div. 
Woop, Breyyamin, Boiler Maker, Sheffield. Mar 

Com. West. Div. 

Woo .ett, Witu1AmM Henry, & Joun FREDERICK SANFORD WoOOLLET?, 
Ship and Insurance Agents, | Lime-st.-sq. Mar. 10, at 2; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Wricnat, JosEpn, Cotton Spinner, 


Mar. 9, at 11; 


7, at 10; Sheffield. 


Heaton Mill, Heaton Norris, Lanca- 


shire, and Forge Mill, Caton. Feb., 25 at 12; Manchester. Com. Jem- 
mett. Last Hv. By adj. 
DIVIDENDS. 
TurespAy, Feb. 10, 1857. 
BupGe, Henry Frepericx, Fustian Manufacturer, Manchester. First, 
10s. 23d. Fraser, 45 George-st., Manchester, any Tuesday, 11 & 1. 
Davis, SAMUEL, Grocer and Fixture Dealer, Bristol. Div., 2s. 6d. Acra- 








12 & 2, 
Final Diy., 1 


man, 19 St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol, any Wednesday, 

JessE, Henny, Corn Factor, Basingstoke, South: ampeOn: 
Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st., any Thursday, 11 & 2. 

Fripay, Feb, 13, 1857. 
Cuauproy, Vicror, & FLorent Basry, Dealers in Perfumery, Saville- 
house, ee First, Is. 93d. Whitmore, 1 Basinghall-st., 

any Wednesday, 11 & ¢ 

Cox, GEorGE, Optical A Mathematical Instrument Maker, 5, Barbican. 
First, lid. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st., any Wednesday, 11 & 3. 

GRANGER, Jonny», Unicorn, Blackman-st., Borough. First, 12s. 6d. Lee, 
10, Aldermanbury, City, Wednesday next, and three subsequent Wed- 
nesdays, 11 & 2. 

Grant, Henry, Licensed Victualler, Unicorn Inn, Saint Mary-st., South- 








ampton. First, 83d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st., any W ednesday, ll 
& 3. 
Hinpiz, THomas, Richard Sturrarp, & Henry WatMsiey, Manufac- 


turers, Accrington. First, 4s. 14d. Man- 
chester, any Tuesday, 10 & 1. 
Jackson, Epwarp, & ‘EUGENE CLARKE, Wholesale Milliners, Manchester. 
Second, 8id. Pott, 7, Charlotte-st., Manchester, any Tuesday, 11 & 1. 
Newman, Rosert, Chemist, Taunton. First, 3s. 8d. J/irtzel, Queen-st., 
Exeter, any Tuesday or Friday, 11 & 2. 

ORrRELL, Robert, Chemist, Ashton-under-Lyne. First, 
man, 69 Princess-st., Manchester, any Tuesday, 10 & 1. 

Ricwarpsoy, Henry Wi.uiam, Licensed Victualler, Surrey Yeoman 
Tavern, Banstead, Epsom. First, 73d Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st., any 
Wednesday, 11 & 3. 

Roya Britisu Bank, South Sea House and elsewhere. First, 5s. 6d, 
on new proofs. Zee, 20, Aldermanbury, Wednesday next and three 


Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., 





5s. 14d. Herna- 





subsequent W ednesdays, 11 & 3. : 
tyLAND, ‘TnomMAs Henry, Wood Turner, Birmingham. First, 6¢ 
Christie, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingh: am, any Thursday, 11 & 3. 


Samira, Me Lacuian, & Co., Tailors and Drapers, Liv erpool. First, 1s. 4d. 
Bird, 9 South Castle-st., any Monday, 11 & 2. 

WovENDEN, JAMES, Eating-house-keeper, Manchester. 
man, 69 Princess-st., Manchester, any Tuesday, 10 & 1 

CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Tuespay, Feb 10, 1857 

Axperron, Winitam Naytor, Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull Mar. 4 
at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Ayres, CHArLEs, Surgeon, Ramsgate. Mar. 4, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Bone, SAMUEL, sen., Beer-shop-keeper, Dagenham, Essex. Mar. 4, at 
12.30; Basinghall-st. 

Lipmay, Moses (Lazarus & Lipman), Tailor, Liverpool. 


First, 64 Herna- 





Mar. 6, at 12; 


Liverpool. 

Morsey, Henry, Ironmonger, 7 Mile-end-rd. Mar. 4, at 1.30; Basing- 
hall-st. 

NICHOLLS, Francis (Venables, Mann, & Co.), Merchant, 5 Thornhill- 
cresnt., Islington. Mar. 5, at 10.30; Basinghall-st. 

Pike, GODFREY GREGORY, Grocer, Birmingham. Mar. 12, at 10.30; Bir- 
mingham. 

SAGAR, OaTEs, Manufacturer, Stonefold Mill, Haslingden, Lancashire. 
Mar. 5, at 1; Manchester. 


STEPHENS, Joun Prout Davis (J. P. D. Stephens & Co.), Wine Merchant, 

4 Brabant- <t., Philpot-la. Mar. 4, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 

Asquitu, DAN, Innkeeper, Halifax. Mar. 6, at 11; Leeds. 

BIGGIN, SAMUEL, jun. (S. Biggin & Terry), Saw Manufacturer, Sheffield, 
Yorkshire. Mar. 7, at 10; Sheffield. 

CoTcHING, JOHN, Farmer, Hail Weston, Huntingdon 
Basinghall-st. 

CowELL, GEORGE, Innkeeper, Claypath, Durham. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

HALDANE, Jonn, Corn Factor, Leeds. Mar. 6, at 11; Leeds. 

Kipp, SAMUEL GEORGE, Seed Crusher, Kingston-upon-Hull. Mar. 25, at 
12; Kingston-upon-Hull. 

KyiGuts, JAMES WATLING, Corn Merchant, Quay-st., Ipswich. Mar. 6, at 
12; Basinghall-st. 

Ms ASON, Joun Heron (The North Durham Bottle Company), Glass Bottle 
Manufacturer, Blaydon, Durham. Mar ‘9, 11.30; Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. 


Mar. 6, at 1; 


Mar. 13, at 11.30; 
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OverTON, WILLIAM, Builder, Leamington Priors. Mar. 9, at 10.30; Bir- 
mingham. 

TwPLe, Joun Howes, Wholesale Shoe Manufacturer, Norwich. Mar. 6, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Ward, FREDERICK HEIGHINGTON, Tallow-Chandler, 19 High-st., White- 
chapel. Mar. 6, at 12; Basinghall-ct. 


WiGNEY, FREDERICK, Printer, Brighton. Mar. 6, at 11.30; Basinghall-st 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Turspay, Feb. 10, 1857. 


Crark, Henry, Ribbon Manufacturer, Nuneaton, Warwickshire. Feb. 5, 
2nd Class. 

Cooke, Josepn CorBEN, Carver and Gilder, 46 Princes-st., Soho. Feb. 4, 
to be suspended for 3 mos., 3rd Class. 

Coorer, Tuomas, Brickmaker, Derby. Feb. 3, Ist Class. 

KyiGut, GrorGE, Licensed Victualler, Antelope Hotel, Poole. Feb. 3, 


2nd Class. 
LAISTER, JOSEPH, Butcher, Sheffield, York. 
Liyroot, Benxvamiy, Builder, Mansfield, Nottinghamshire. 
lass. 


Jan. 3), 3rd Class. 
Feb. 3, 3rd 


Munton, GrorGe Ocravivs, Surgeon, Bourne, Lincolnshire. Feb, 3, 2nd 


Symes, JAMES, EpwarD Barnarp Symes, & RevBpen Raper, Electro 
Platers, 422 Strand. Feb. 3, Ist Class. 

Wi1us, Micnaet, Fire-wood Manufacturer, Shot Tower Wharf, Lambeth. 
Feb. 4, 2nd Class. 

Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 

Briscogz, WILLIAM, Timber Dealer, Ashton-under-Lyne. Feb. 6, Ist Class. 

Fevre, WILLIAM, Publican, Pete:borough. Feb. 5, 2nd Class. 

Hetsby, Ropert, & JoserH HELsBy, Builders, Garston, Childwall, Lan- 
cashire. Feb. 5, 2nd Class; J. Helsby’s certificate to be suspended for 3 
mos. 

Keyte, Henry, Silk Manufacturer, 4 Chureh-ct., Old Jewry. 
2nd Class, 

KinG, GEORGE KELLy, Dealer in Embossing Presses, 3 Russell-cresct., 
Brighton. Feb. 6, 2nd Class. 


Ensolbents, 
Petitions ¢o be heard at the Covrt House, PORTUGAL-STREET. 
TurEspAy, Dec. 30, 1856. 


ALLEN, THoMAs, Milkman, 11 Windmill-st., Lambeth-walk. 
10. Com. Murphy. 

BERNSTEIN, Aaron, Furrier, Heneage-la., Bevis-mark, City. 
11. Com. Phillips. 

BuRNETT, WILLIAM, Journeyman Baker, 59 Cromer-st., Gray’s-inn-rd. 
Jan. 14, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Crane, Epwarp, Tide-waiter in H.M.C., 4 Portland-st., Commercial-rd. 
East. Jan. 14, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

D’AvuTERI, GAETANO FEDERIGO Criccuio (Federigo Cricchio d’Auteri, 
and Federigo Cricchio), Doctor of Medicine and Assistant to a Chemist, 
16 Titchborne-st., Haymarket. Jan. 14, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Davy, Joun Epwarp, Grocer, 56 Chapter-st., Westminster. Jan. 14, at 
10. Com. Murphy. 

FISHER, FREDERICK KeEMBALL, Foreman to a Ginger-beer Manufacturer, 

18 7 aa Great College-st., Westminster. Jan. 14, at 10. Com. 

urphy. 

GaLLiers, WILLIAM, Linendraper, 20 Goswell-ter., Goswell-rd. Jan. 14, 
at 10. Com. Murphy. 

GRoomBRIDGE, Epwarp, Baker, 3 Elizabeth-ter., Bath-rd., Asylum-rd., 
Old Kent-rd. Jan. 14, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Harvey, WILLIAM Epwanp, Schoolmaster, Providence-house Academy, 
Church-st., West-ham, Essex. Jan. 11, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Hicks, James HAXWELL, Schoolmaster, 2 Rectory-pl., Bow. Jan. 14, at 
10. Com. Murphy. 

Hotes, Jou, Shell Fishmonger, 43 Upper Marsh, Lambeth. Jan. 14, 
at 10. Com. Murphy. 

James, STEPHEN, Leather Case Box Manufacturer, 17 Phoenix-st., Soho. 
Jan. 14, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

M‘Lacuian, Joun, Baker, 5 Lower Rosoman-st., Clerkenwell. Jan. 14, 
at 10. Com. Murphy. 

PALMER, JOSEPH, Gas-fitter, 13 Little Grosvenor-st., Grosvenor-sq., and 
23 Grosvenor-market. Jan. 15, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

PavL, ANDREW, Surgeon, 29 Upper North-pl., Gray’s-inn-rd. 
10. Com. Murphy. 

Pre, BENJAMIN, Royal Marine Pensioner, 1 Cabin, Prince-ward, Green- 
wich Hospital. Jan. 14, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

SraicuT, SAMUEL, Journeyman Wood and Ivory Cutter, 25 Upper Bemer- 
ton-st., Caledonian-rd. Jan. 14, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

SULLEN, Joun, Baker and Flour-dealer, 11 Hague-st., Thomas-st., Beth- 
hal-grn.-rd. Jan. 14, at 11. C. Com. Law. 


Fripay, Jan, 2, 1857. 


HANWELL, Cuanes, Journeyman Baker, 71 Upper Whitecross-st., St. 
Luke. Jan. 19, at ll ©. Com. Law. 

Leg, ALFRED, Practical Oilman & Manufacturer of Pickles, 1 Wheeler-st., 
Spitalfields, also 16 White Lion-st., Norton Folgate. Jan. 16, at 11. 
C. Com. Law. 

Rye, RicHakp Tuomas (in copartnership with John Wellby, Thames-st., 
Greenwich), Carpenter, 41 Paradise-st., Rotherhithe. Jan. 17, at 11. 
Com. Phillips. 

SurrH, GEorGe, Boot and Shoe Maker, Spital-st., Dartford. Jan. 19, at 11. 
Com. Phillips. 

Surra, Henry, Fly Master, 12 New Norfolk-st., Islington. Jan. 17, at 11. 
Com. Phillips. 

Waite, Grorce, Bookseller, 26 Great Russell-st., Bloomsbury. Jan, 19, 
atll. C. Com. Law. 


Feb. 6, 


Jan. 14, at 


Jan. 15, at 


Jan 14, at 


TueEspay, Jan. 6, 1857. 


Berts, Taomas, Chair-maker, 28 & 31 Union-st., Borough-rd. Jan. 21, 
at 10. Com. Murphy. 
YCE, JouN, Carpenter, 9 Essex-st., Strand, and Belvedere Tayern, 
Cemetery-rd., Camberwell. Jan. 21, at 10. Com. Murphy. 
E, WM., Carpenter, 26 Sale-st., Paddington. Jan. 21, at 10. 
Murphy. 


Com. 





GaRpnNer, Jas., Cab-driver, 4 Wellington-st., Goswell-st. Jan. 21, at 10 
Com. Murphy. 

Layt, Jonny, Stonemason, 27} Pownal-rd., Dalston. Jan. 22, at 11. Com. 
Phillips 

Rouse, WM., jun., Marine Store-dealer, 30 Wells-st., Poplar. Jan. 22, at 
11. Com. Phillips. 

SrEvENs, Epuunp, Cheesemonger, 4 Queen’s-ter., 
21, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Tatner, Ricuarp, Commercial Traveller, 2 Alpha-cot., Montpelier-rd., 
Peckham. Jan. 2],at11. Com. Law. 

WAKEFIELD, Curistr., Jockey, 33 Paulton-sq., Chelsea. Jan. 21, at 10. 
Com. Murphy. 


Barnsbury-rd. Jan. 


Fripay, Jan, 9, 1857. 

GASHION, SAMUEL, Dealer in Marine Stores, 32 Somerset-pl., East-rd., 
Hoxton. Jan. 26, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Lever, JaMEs Robert (James Lever), Boot and Shoe-maker, 2 Brompton- 
ter., Knightsbridge. Jan. 23, at 11. (C. Com. Law. 

LupForp, WILLIAM, Coach and General Ironmonger, 46 Brick-la., Old-st., 
St. Luke's, Middlesex. Jan. 20, at 11. €. Com. Law. 

Mare, Henry De La, Accountant, 9 Nicholl-sq., Aldersgate-st., prisoner 
in the Debtors’ Prison for London and Middlesex. Jan. 20, at 11. C. Com. 
Law. 

Stann, Francis Burpetr (Francis Slann), Plumber, 10 Richmond-st., 
Edgware-rd. Jan. 20, at Ll. (. Com. Law. 

ZerFFI, Gustavus GEORGE, Teacher of Languages. 7 Elizabeth-ter., 
Westbourne-pk., Paddington. Jan. 24, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Tuespay, Jan. 13. 


DcrHAM, WituaM, Law Writer, 50 Upper North-pl., Gray’s-inn-rd. 
Jan. 28, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Cunnincton, Joun, Licensed Retailer of Beer, Globe Beershop, Birdeage- 
walk, Hackney-rd. Jan. 29, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

NELson, Horatio, Bread and Biscuit Baker, Red-house, 10 Blackman-st., 
Borough. Jan. 28, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

RUSSELL, GEORGIE, Spinster, of no business, 62 Margaret-st., Cavendish- 
sq. Jan. 28, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

SvuvarpDI, GEORGE GIATANEO, Dealer in Foreign Birds and Curiosities, 
42 Ratcliffe-highway. Jan. 29, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

SELLIs, WILLIAM, sen., Greengrocer, 2 College-pl., Chelsea. Jan. 28, at 
1l. GC. Com. Law. 

WELsy, Jouy, sen., Shipwright, 6 Lambton-ter., East Greenwich. Jan. 
28, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Frmay, Jan. 16, 1857. 


DipLock, Joux, Wharfinger’s Clerk, Hope Wharf, Greenwich, and 63 
Evelyn-st., Deptford. Feb. 2, at ll. ©. Com. Law. 

EDIKER, JOHN, Journeyman House Smith and Engine Fitter, 4 Peter- 
borough-rd., Wandsworth-rd., and now 33 Orsett-st., Vauxhall-st., 
Lambeth. Jan. 30, at ll. (C. Com. Law. 

Jones, Davin, Retailer of Beer, &c., 1 York-ter., Maiden-la., King's-cross. 
Feb, 2, at ll. €. Com, Law. 

Lioyp, JaMES CHITTLEBURGH (sued as James Lloyd), Beer Retailer, 
Painter and Glazier, 29 Penton-st., Walworth-rd. Feb. 2, at 11. C. Com. 
Law. 

M‘InNEs, ALEXANDER Witson (known as Alexander M‘Innes), Wood 
Carver, 8 Buckingham-pL, Fitzrey-sq. Feb. 2, at ll. C. Com. Law. 


MorELAND, GEORGE, Ship Rigger, 22 James-st., Limehouse. Jan. 31, at 
11. Com. Phillips. 
SAVILLE, WILLIAM, out of employ, 7 Providence-rd., Finsbury. Jan. 30, 


at ll. €. Com. Law. 

SpackMAN, WiLu1am, Police Constable, 
Jan. 30, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

WHEELER, WYKEHAM, Attorney-at-Law, 7 Furnival’s-inn, Holborn. Jan. 
31, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

TuEsDAY, Jan. 20, 1857. 

Ascont, ABRAHAM AvGuUsTUs (known as Augustus Ascoli, and sometimes 
trading under name of Joseph Lara), Tobacconist, 17 Tothill-st., 
Westminster. Feb. 4, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Bryant, Joun, Trunk Maker, 9 & 10 Ryder’s-court, Cranbourn-st., 
Leicester-sq. Feb. 4, at 10. Com. Murphy, 

BurrerFieLpD, Joun Henry, Clerk in the Trinity-house, Tower-hill, 
Carlton-villas, Studley-rd., Stockwell. Feb. 4, at 10. Com. Murphy. 
Campion, Jonny, Carpenter, 8 Kennington-oval, Surrey. Feb. 5, at 11. 

Com. Phillips. 

Hasset, JoHN PETER THEODORE (known as Theodore Hassel), Clerk to 
a General Commission Merchant, 4 Bedford-pl., Old Kent-rd. Feb. 4, 
at 10. Com. Murphy. 

JENKINS, GEORGE ALEXANDER (sued as George Jenkins), Plumber, 10 
James-st., Poplar New Town. Feb. 5, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Morris, Joun,, Journeyman Cooper, | Duke-st., Star-st., Commercial-rd. 
East. Feb.5, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Scort, James Irvine, Printer, Red Lion-ct., Fleet-st. Feb. 5, at 11. Com 
Phillips 

Srupson, Jonny, jun., Carpenter, 34 Bromley-ter., St. Leonard’s-road, 
Bromley. Feb. 5, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

TayLor, Henry, Cowkeeper, 4 Artesian-pl., Richmond-rd., Paddington. 
Feb. 4, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

WALLIs, GEORGE Jou, Clerk to a Builder, 2 Oswald-pl., Lower Edmonton, 
Middlesex. Feb. 4, at 10. Com. Murphy. 


Fripay, Jan. 23, 1857. 

CaIsNALL, GEORGE, Cattle Salesman, New-rd., Barnet. 
C. Com. Law. 

CLARKE, JANE, out of business, 124 Bayham-st., Camden-town. Feb. 6, 
at ll. C. Com. Law. 

Gurr, GEORGE, Coal and Coke Merchant, 1 Bigma-cots., South-st., South- 
ampton-st., Camberwell. Feb. 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Jupp, CHARLES, Stonemason, 12 Duke-st., Manchester-sq. Feb. 7, at 11. 
Com. Phillips. 

Outver, RicHarp, Butterman, 27 Park-st., Dorset-sq. Feb. 9, at 11. 
C. Com. Law. 

Prant, MicHaet, Linendraper’s Shopman, Western-rd. Romford. Feb. 7, 
at ll. Com. Phillips. 

Srone, Henry Exper, Licensed Victualler, Barleymow Beershop, 11 
Hornsey-rd, Islington, and 9 Little Marylebone-st. Feb, 6, at 11. 
C. Com. Law. 


5 Plumstead-ter., Plumstead. 


Feb. 9, at 11, 
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Tveyxex, THOMAS, Smith and Gasfitter, 4 James-st., 
Kensington-sq. Feb. 6, at 11. C. Com. Law 

Gaustonr, Grorce Henry, Journeyman Bookbinder, 9 Bedford-ct., 
Covent-garden. Feb. 6, at 11. C. Com. Law. 


TuEspDAY, Jan, 27, 1857. 


Boppy, Henry, Boot and Shoe-maker, 2 Bridge-ter., Watford. Feb. 11, at 
ii. C. Com. Law. 

Bosever, Isaac, Fancy Paper-maker, 28 Redcross-st., 
Bath-st., City-rd. Feb. U1, at 10. Com. Murphy. 
Brece, BENJAMIN, Out of business, Shot-tower-wharf, Commercial-rd., 
Lambeth, and 8 Harlow-pL, Mile-end. Feb. 12, at 11. Com. Phillips. 
CaxrwriGut, Joseru, Mercantile Clerk, 27 Clarence-ter., Seven Sisters’- 

ra. Feb. 12, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Ciakx, Major ALFRED (sued as Alfred Clarke), Fancy Bread and Biscnit- 
baker, 7 Wirtemberg-st., Clapham. Feb. 11, at 11. ©. Com. Law. 

Dee, W1LLsAM, House-agent and Newspaper-reporter, 24 Chant-sq., Strat- 
ford. Feb. 12, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Eustis, Luxe, Woollen-warehouseman, 13 Well-st., Jewin-st. 
10. Com. Murphy. 

Hawkes, WILLIAM, Licensed Victualler, 3 Wells-st., Mare-st., Hackney. 
¥eb. 11, at 10. Com, Murphy. 

Jack30n, WILLIAM, Clerk in Mail Coach Department of General Post- 
office, 33 Benyon-rd., Southgate-rd., De Beauvoir-town, now in Debtor's 
Prison for London and Middlesex. Feb. 11, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Lawes, WILLIAM, Manager to a Carman, 26 New Union-st., Moor-la., 
Cripplegaie. Feb. 11, at ll. C. Com. Law. 

Ourver, SAMUEL, Card-cutter, 15 Pownall-rd., Queen’s-rd., Dalston. Feb. 
il, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Saysus, James, Ironmonger, 11 Claremont-pl., Hornsey-rd. 
10. Com, Murphy. 

Tuomas, SAMUEL Henry, Perambulator-maker, 7 Valentine-row, Webber- 
st., Blackfriars-rd. Feb. 11, at 10. Com, Murphy. 

Vines, Ricuarp, Builder, 6 Thornhill-rd., Barnsbury, Middlesex. Feb. 
11, at 10. Com. Murphy. 


Fripay, Jan. 30, 1857. 
tomford, Essex. Feb. 13, at 11. 


St. Mary Abbotts, 


Cripplegate, and 


Feb. 11, at 


Feb. 11, at 


Corszy, JoHy, 
«. Com, Law. 

Fisuzn, Rosert, Tailor, 73 George-st., 
€. Com. Law. 

Govtpine, Joseru, Accountant, 11 Percy-villas, Tottenhamgand 17 Sun- 
st., Bishopsgate. Com. Phillips. 

Pert, WiLuiaM, Grocer, 25 West Ferry-rd., Millwall, Poplar. 
1k. C. Com. Law. 

Powsri1, JAMES CHARLES, Clerk in the Great Seal Patent Office, 10 Coles- 
hill-st., Pimlico. Feb. 14, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Srosz, WitiiAM, Corn Chandler, now out of business, Patsom-green, 
Leatherhead, Surrey. Feb. 14, at 11. Com, Phillips. 

Warte, Cuartes Gunpry (White & Co., but having no partner), Paper 
Stamer, High-st., Barnet, Herts (sued as Charles White). Feb. 14, 
at}. Com. Phillips. 

Wreuams, Witiiam, Licensed Victualler, now out of business, 19 
Theobald’s-rd., Holborn. Feb. 16, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Worrotr, Joszrn, Dealer in Old Ship Stores, | Andrew-st., St. Leonard’s- 
rd, Byomley. Feb. 13, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Wrient, Freperick, Surgeon, 71 Bunhill-row, St. Luke's. 
at ji. 


Baker, Upminster, 


Manchester-sq. Feb. 13, at 11. 


Feb. 16, at 


Feb. 14, 
Fripay, Feb, 6, 1857. 


Biers, Jonny, jun., Omnibus Time-keeper and Publisher of the Brixton 
Omnibus Time-tables, 31 Victoria-rd., Kentish-town. Feb. 23, at 11. 
¢. Com. Law. 

Cxomurron, THOMAS LAKE, not in business, 4 Heathfield-vils., Wandsworth- 
com. (formerly of 23 Mornington-cresct., Hampstead-rd., Medical Stu- 
dent). Feb. 20, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Fiowen, Henry, Commission Agent, 18 Rokeby-rd., Lewisham-rd., New- 
eross. Feb. 21, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Gagretr, WILLIAM Kopert, Baker, 15 Spring-pl., Wandsworth-rd. Feb. 
20, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Jaques, JAMES ARCHIBALD, Manager to India-rubber Manufacturers, 
High-cross-la., Tottenham. Feb. 20, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Nunx, EpGar Pitt, out of business, 3 Providence-pl., Ealing-grove, 
Ealing (formerly of Goldsmith's Arms, 42 Bedfordbury, St. Martin's-in- 
the-Fields, Licensed Victualler). Feb. 20, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Tnompson, JOHN FReDERICK, Tailor, 10 Cannon-st. West., and 5 Victoria- 
cots., Upper Lewisham-rd., Kent. Feb. 21, atll. Com. Phillips. 

TinGEY, GEORGE, Shoemaker, 25 Cloudesley-pl., Liverpool-rd., Islington. 
Feb. 21, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Turxex, RoBERT, Military Cap-maker, 24 Castle-st., 
23, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Watts, ALARIC ALEXANDER, Author and Literary Writer, 12 Bridge-rd., 
St. John’s-wood, Feb, 23, at 10. Com. Phillips. 


Tuespay, Feb, 10, 1857. 


Bertrx, ABRAHAM Moses (Abraham Berlyn) Boot, Shoe, and Slipper 
Maker, 6 Old Montague-st., Osborn-st., Whitechapel. Feb. 25, at 10. 
Com. Murphy. 

Biron, JoserH, Journeyman Tailor, 13 Worship-st., Finsbury. 
at 19. Com. Murphy. 

Bourn, JoHN, out of business, 34 Temple-st., St. George’s-rd., Southwark. 
Feb. 25, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

East, Jony, Builder, 15 Somers-mews, Radnor-pl., Gloucester-sq., Pad- 
dington. Feb. 25, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

GaRNER, GEORGE, Cloth and Stuff Merchant, 
Feb. 25, at 10. ‘Com. Murphy. 

Gorpvoys, Saran Jane, Widow, 5 Clifton-rd.-vils., Clifton-rd., New Peck- 
-ham. Feb. 25, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Hepees, DaniEL, Lodging-house-keeper, 31 Crown-st., Soho. 
31. Com. Phillips. 

Hunt, Jonny, Coffee and Eating-house-keeper, 15 King-st., 
Feb. 25, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Horcursson, Jouyx, Journeyman Carpenter, 35 Moreton-ter., Belgrave- 
ra Feb. 26, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

LacassvGNe, Peter Tomas (sued as Peter Lakerson, also known as 
John Lackerson), Launderer, 5 Upper Victoria-rd., Islington. Feb. 25, 
at 10. Com. Murphy. 


Leicester-sq. Feb. 


Feb. 25, 


1 Noble-st., Cheapside. 


Feb. 26, at 


Kensiagton. 





LakE, Artuur, out of business (formerly a Publican), 5 South-st., Wal- 
worth, Feb. 25, at 11. ©. Com. Law. 

Marne, CHArces, Picture and General Dealer, 501 New Oxford-st. Feb, 
25, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

MILLs, MACKRELL, Bonnet-shape-maker, 10 New Charles-st., Goswell-rd, 
Feb. 25, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Pirer, JOHN Epwin, Operative Chemist, 9 Egremont-pL, New-rd., King's 
Cross. Feb. 25, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

PoLLtarp, GEORGE, jun. (Wormald & Pollard), Working Engineer and 
Tool-maker, 8 Vauxhall-walk, Lambeth. Feb, 25, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Samo, BeNJAMLN, in no business, 7 Park-side, Knightsbridge. Feb. 25, 
at ll. ©. Com Law. 

Wipernerox, WILLIAM, Boot and Shoe Maker, 194 Kingsland-rd., Middle- 
sex. Feb. 26, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Worma.p, Josern (in copartnership with George Pollard), Working En- 
gineer, 2 Vauxhall-pl., South Lambeth. Feb. 25, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

YounG, EBENEZER Joun (known as John Young), Leather-dresser, 6 
Little George-st., Bermondsey. Feb. 25, at 11. C. Com. Law. 


Prisoners’ PETITIONS é0 be heard at the Court HOUSE, PORTUGAL-STREET 
Turspay, Dec, 30, 1856. 


Kemp, Henry, Hop Factor, Calvert's-bldgs., Southwark, and Board and 
Lodging-house-keeper, 37 Lonsdale-sq., Islington. Jan. 13, at 10. Com. 
Murphy. 

“= ELL, RoBert, Tailor, 2 Peter’s-ct., St. Martin’s-lane. Jan. 15, at 11 

Com. Phillips. 

Truscott, Joun Henry, Clerk to a Printer, 3, Nelson-sq., Blackfriars-rd., 
and late of 62 Lincoln-st., Mile End-rd. (Adj, Hearing.) Jan. 13, at 10. 
Com. Murphy. 

Fripay, Jan, 2, 1857. 


BLACKIE, ALEXANDER, jun., out of business, 13 Francis-st., Waterloo-rd. 
Jan. 17, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Burrows, JuNE, Builder, Woodford, Essex. Jan. 19, at 11. 
Law. 

Cuirton, GEorGE, Lodging-house-keeper, and out- ~pensioner of Chelsea 
Hospital, 1 Lindsey-pL, Chelsea. Jan. 19, at 11. CG. Com. Law. 

Crovucn, GEORGE, Carrier and General Booking-office-keeper, 27 Bridge- 
row, Cannon-st., and late of 19 Montpelier-rd., Queen’s-rd., Peckham. 
Jan. 17, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Dawson, THomMAs (Thomas Dawson & Co., 9 King's 
gate-st.), Civil Engineer, 23 Goulden-ter., Barnsbury-rd., 
Jan. 17, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Duttoy, GeorGe HILL, Parliamentary Agent, 1 Oxford-ter., St. Peter's, 
Islington, & 2 Cannon-row, Parliament-st. Jan. 11, at 11. C. Com. 
Law. 

Epwarps, Rey. JosErpH CHaRr.es, M.A., 
Berkeley Chapel, Berkeley-sq., 1 Cloisters, ‘Temple. 
Cc. Com, Law. 

ELLiot1?, Joseru HENRY, out of business, 1 Williams-ter., Turnham-green. 
Jan. 17, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Gippins, WILLIAM (sued as William Giddens), Baker, 79 Vauxhall-walk, 
Lambeth. Jan. 19, at ll. C. Com. Law. 

HARMAN, WILLIAM NELSON BLACKMAN, Dealer in Watches, 49 Camera-sq., 
Camera-ter., King’s-rd., Chelsea. Jan. 17, at 11. Com, Phillips. 

TuEsDAY, Jan, 6, 1857. 

Bopiey, Joun NorEt (sued with C. Bopiry), Carpenter, Park-house, 
Grosvenor-pk.-ter., Windmill-la., Camberwell. Jan. 20, atll. C. Com. 
Law. 

CHILD, Jouy, out of business, 10 Moscow-rd., Paddington. Jan. 20, at 
i OC. Com. Law. 

CUTMORE, Ricup., Licensed V wanes, Cooper's Arms and Crown, Golden- 
lane, Barbican. Jan 20, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Grover, Wa. RussEit, Music Suibes 41 Guildford-pl., Kennington-la. 
Jan, 22, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

May, Ricup., Butcher, 4 Albion-pl., Holloway-rd., Holloway. Jan. 22, at 
1 Cc. Com. Law. 

Pascor, Joun THos., out of —— 7 West-st., 
Hackney-rd. Jan. 22, at ll. (. Com. Law. 

TAYLOR, pag Bookbinder, Case is “Altered, Kensal-green, Harrow-rd. Jan. 
22, at 11. c. Com. Law. 


Fripay, Jan. 9, 1857. 
15 Princes-st., 


Cc. Com. 


Arms-yard, Moor- 
Islington. 


Clerk, Officiating Minister at 
Jan. 19, at IL 


Cambridge-heath, 


Davies, James, Journeyman Carpenter, Red Lion-sq. 
Jan, 23, at 11. = C. Com. Law. 

ELvERTos, Henry Merrick, Secretary to the Protestant Life and Fire 
Insurance Association, and Managing Director of the Sickness Assur- 
ance Co., 19 Parliament-st., Westminster. Jan. 26, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

FENTON, Grorag Epwar D, Local Secretary to British Provident Life and 
Fire Assurance Co., Marlyn’ s-cottage, ‘London-rd., Guildford; Lans- 
downe-rd., Clapham-rd. ; and 4 Chatham-pL, Blackfriars. Jan. 23, at 
ll. = C. Com. Law. 

Fratow, Louis (L. Flatow), out of business, 17 Salisbury-st., Strand. 
Jan, 26, at ll. C. Com. Law. 

Hicers, Witi1aM, Ladies’ Shoe-maker and Printer, 33 Bowling-green- 
la., Clerkenwell. Jan. 26, atl. (. Com. Law. 

KermMatn, Joun (sued with John Sturrock), Potato Salesman, first in 
partnership with Join Sturrock, and then on his own account, 216 
Tooley-st., Borough, and 4 Crantord-st., Camberwell, Surrey. Jan. 23, 
atll. ©. Com, Law. 

Lurr, Jouy, Greengrocer, 294 Chapel-st., 
Com. Phillips. 

STREDDER, GEORGE Situ (George Smith & George Stredder), Builder, 
3 Stanford-rd., Kensington, and Lancelot-pl, Trevor-sq., Knights- 
bridge. Jan. 23, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

WATERHOUSE, JOHN, Board and ee 9 9 Chambers-st., 
Gvoodman’s-fields, Jan. 23, at 11. (. Com. Law. 


TUESDAY, As 13, 1857. 
itor, 197 Kingsland-rd., Shoreditch. 


Edgware-rd. Jan. 24, at 11. 





JaMEs, DANtEL, Comp Jan. 27, at 
10. C. Com. Law. 

JEFFERY, JouN, Farmer, late at Walton-farm, Folkestone, Kent. Pri- 
soner in the Queen's Prison, Surrey, not in business, Jan. 27, at 10. 
Cc. Com, Law. 

O.iriers, CuRISTIAN, Commission Agent, 470 New Oxford-st. Jan. 27, 
at 10. C. Com. Law. 
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PorrER, THOMAS GREVILLE (sued as Thomas George Potter), Umbrella 
Manufacturer, 539 New Oxford-st. Jan. 27, at 10. C. Com. Law. 


Fripay, Jan. 16, 1857. 


BarLteY, Henry Freperick, Dealer in Cement, Grosvenor-rise-east, Wal- 
thamstow, Essex. Jan. 30, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

BECKLEY, RicHarp JAMEs, Superintendent of the Erection of Houses, 28 
Aberdeen-ter., Grove-rd., Mile-end. Jan. 31, at ll. Com. Phillips. 

Hitt, Josern, Bread and Biscuit Baker, 5 Pitfield-st., Hoxton. Feb. 2, 
at ll. (€. Com. Law. 

CowpDErRY, CHakLes (sued as William Cowdery), Licensed Victualler, 
Upper Welsh Harp, Hyde, Kingston, Middlesex. Jan. 31, at 11. Com. 
Phillips. 

Harvey, Henry,*Market Gardener, Thames Ditton, Surrey. 
11. Com, Phillips. 

Hows, ALFRED Coy, jun., out of business, Clark's Coffee-house, 217 
High-st., Shoreditch, and 2 Remnymead-cots., De Beauvoir-rd., Kings- 
land. Jan. 30, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

MILLEN, STEPHEN RicHarp, Chemist and Druggist, 2 Robert’s-pl., Com- 
mercial-rd.-east. Jan. 30, at li. C. Com. Law, 

Mitton, GEorGe, Dust Contractor, Weaver's Lime-wharf, Maiden-la., 
King’s-cross. Jan. 30, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

REYNOLDs, !Homas, Farmer, High Constable of Middlesex, &c., Marl- 
borough-villa, Winchmore-hill. Jan. 31, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Rogers, Putirp, Shopman to a Cheesemonger, 2 Albion-pl., Deptford-rd., 
Rotherhithe. Jan. 30, at 11. ©. Com. Law. 

ScHWENCK, CHARLES, Journeyman Baker, 33 Charles-st., Portland-town, 
Middlesex. Jan. 31, at 11. Com. Phillips. 


Tvespay, Jan. 20, 1857. 


Jan. 31, at 


BisHop, ALEXANDER GorDoON JOHN, Clerk, 5 Weymouth-ter., New Kent-rd. 
Feb. 4, at 11. @. Com. Law. 

Burr, Josern, Licensed Victualler, the Crown, Wood-st., Barnet. 
4,at ll. C. Com, Law. 

Jones, Rosert, Commission Agent, 2 Albert-cots., Church-pl., Hiil-st., 
Walworth. Feb. 3, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Morris, GeorGe, Warehouseman to a Leather Factor, 28 Merrick-sq., 
Trinity-st., Southwark. Feb. 3, at 10. Cem. Murphy. 

NEWELL, James, Cordwainer, Lofthouse, Rothwell, Yorkshire. Feb. 3,at 
10. Com. Murphy. 

Try, Epwarv (known as Edward Jones), no business, Ownham, Newbury, 
Berkshire. Feb. 3, at 10. Com. Murphy. 


Fripay, Jan. 23, 1857. 


BETTENEY, Soromon SAMUEL, Salesman to China Warehouseman, 10 
Arthur-ter., Caledonian-rd., Islington. Feb. 6, at 11. C. Com. Law. 
BittaM, Joun, Wine Merchant, 45 Gloucester-ter., Lorimore-rd., Wal- 
worth. Feb. 6, at 11. Com. Murphy. 

Buick, EDwarp GeEorGE, Baker, 2 Tottenham-ct.-rd. Feb. 7, at 11. Com. 
Phillips. 

CHANDLER, STEPHEN, Commission Agent, Elm-cot., Harleyford-rd., Vaux- 
hall. Feb. 9, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Cuitty, WittiamM, Warehouseman to Glass Manufacturer, 136 Fleet-st. 
Feb. 9, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Downey, Joun, Cattle Salesman, 5 Princes-st., Stepney-green. 
at 11. Com. Murphy. 

EpGar, GEORGE Priest, News-agent, 13 Lower Rochester-st., Edgware- 
rd., and 71 Marylebone-la. Feb. 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

EtpER, Epwarp, Journeyman Bricklayer, 2 Britannia-cots., Sandys-hill, 
Plumstead. Feb. 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

SaunpErs, ADAM, Retired Police-officer, 8 Pleasant-row, Kennington-rd. 
Feb. 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. 


Turspay, Jaa. 27, 1857. 


Curmpson, Toomas, Boot and Shoe-maker, 5 Herbert-pas., Beaufort-bdgs. 
Feb, 10, at-10. Com. Murphy. 

Cooke, THomas (Major Cooke), Gentleman, 24 Blandford-sq., Dorset-sq. 
Feb. 10, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

HearN, WILLIAM, Carman, 124 Vauxhall-walk, and White Hart Dock, 
Lower Fore-st., Lambeth. Feb. 10, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

HoweE.1, James, Builder, 9 Clifton-rd., Camden-town. Feb. 10, at 10. 
Com. Murphy. 

Huaues, BeNJaMIN, Carpenter, 31 & 32 London-rd., Southwark. Feb. 10, 
at 10. Com Murphy. 

Hurrett, SaAmMveE., Retired Clerk, Secretary's Department of the Excise, 
6 Cancel-st., Walworth. Feb. 10, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Larkin, Rosert (sued as Robert Larkin, jun.), Lighterman, 19 Princes- 
st., Stamford-st. Feb. 11, at 11. C. Com. Law. 


Feb. 


Feb. 6, 


MELLisu, PETER, Dyer, 72 Banner-st., St. Luke's, Feb. 10, at 10. Com. 
Murphy. 
Suirn, Ropert, Lecturer on Anatomy, 12 Queens-rd., Bayswater. Feb. 


ll, at ll. C. Com. Law. 
Tuvrston, ALFRED, Retired Police-officer, 9 Pearl-ter., Bagnigge-wells- 
rd. Feb. 11, at 11, C. Com, Law. 
YounG, James, out of employ, 1! Albion-pl., Walworth-rd., and Red Cow 
Inn, High-st., Peckham. Feb. 10, at 10. Com, Murphy. 
Fripay, Jai. 30, 1857. 


Avstix, ALEXANDER, Manufacturer of Fancy Stationery, 8 Crown-ct., 
Chancery-lane. Feb. 14, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Browy, EBENEZER. formerly Milliner, now out of business, 35 Great 
Dover-rd., Southwark, Surrey. Feb. 13, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Epwaxps, Rev. JosePH CHARLES, A.M., Clerk, and Officiating Minister at 
Berkeley Chapel, Berkeley-sq., 1 Cloisters, Temple. (By Adj.) Feb. 16, 
atll. ©. Com. Law. 

Joxes, BENJAMIN Brock (formerly Benjamin Brock, jun.), Sale-st., Pad- 
dington, late a Prisoner for Debt in the Debtors’ Prison. Feb. 16, at 11. 
Com. Phillips. 

KINAHAN. ALBERT MACKENZIE RusseEtt, in no employ, 14 Bedford-pl., 
Russell-sq. Feb. 13, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Lincotn, Stroup Epwarp, Journeyman Tailor, 46 Howland-st., Fitzroy- 
sq. Feb. 16, at 11. Com, Phillips. 

OxENDEN, Sir Henry CHUDLEIGH, Bart., of no occupation, formerly of 
Broome Park, near Canterbury, 11 Abbey-pl, Abbey-rd., St. John’s 
Wood. Feb. 16, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Scorr, PERCIVAL ALFRED, Licensed Victualler, Fair-st., Horseleydown. 
Feb, 14, Com. Phillips. 


| PEARCE 





Fripay, Feb. 6, 1857. 


Brake, Purr, Cheesemonger, East-st., Manchester-sq. 
Com. Phillips. 

Kirsy, THomas Hotitoway, Grocer, Great Stanmore. 
Cc. Com. Law. 

LEVENS, CHARLES WILLIAM (sued as Charles Levens), Bread and Biseuit 
Baker, Albert-ter., New-town, Central-hill, Norwood. Feb. 23, at Ul. 
Cc. Com. Law. 

MovutLLer, Louis, Commission Traveller, 5 Augustus-sq., Regent’s-pk. 
Feb. 20, at ll. C. Com. Law. 

Moyes, Gipgon, Wine Merchant, 8 Tarlington-pl., Edgware-rd. Fed. 21, 
at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Pascor, JoHN THomas, out of business, 7 West-st., Cambridge-heath, 
Hackney-rd. Feb. 20, at 11. (. Com, Law. 

BENJAMIN WORKMAN, Builder, The Queen's Head, Creechureh- 
la., Fenchurch-st. Feb. 23, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Porrman, Honourable Epwin BERKELEY (sued as Edwin B. Portman), 
Barrister-at-Law, Fellow of All Souls College, Oxford, Grove-house, 
Putney. Feb. 20, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

SKELTON, Epwarp (committed and detained with Eliza his wife), 
Manager to Messrs. Hallett & Abbey, 2 Hungerford-market, Strand, 
his wife Agent for the Engagement of Governesses, 10 Caroline-st., 
Bedford-sq. Feb. 20, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Sparks, WILL1aM, Plumber, 2 White Horse-la., Stepney. 
Com. Phillips. 

Tuomas, James, jun., Boot and Shoe Maker, Williams’ Coffee-house, St. 
Martin’s-le-Grand. Feb. 21, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Warvett, CHArres, Furniture Fringe Manufacturer, 4 Buckingham-vils., 
Buckingham-rd., Kingsland., and Winter'’s-mews, Tabernacle-walk, 
Finsbury. Feb, 21, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Woop, Hockiey Frepertck, Attorney-at-Law, 15 Bow-la., Cannon-st. 
West. Feb. 21, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Woop, James Datity, Licensed Victualler, Chiltern View Tavern, Iing- 
don, Middlesex. Feb. 20, at 10. Com. Murphy. 


Feb, 24, at H. 


Feb. 20, a6 IL 





Feb. 21, at 11. 


Turspay, Feb. 10, 1857. 


CLARKE, CHARLES WILLIAM (known as Charles Clarke), Tobacconist, 
23 Pratt-st., Church-st., Lambeth. Feb. 24, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Foot, Henry Witttam, Journeyman Plumber, 64 Cumberland-pl, New- 
rd, Feb. 24, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Harper, THomas, out of business, 3 Salisbury-st., Strand. Feb. 24, at 10. 
Com. Murphy. 

Isaacs, Hyman (known as Henry Hyman Isaacs), Journeyman Cigar 
maker, 45 Newington-causeway. Feb. 25, at ll. C. Com. Law. 

Lone, Henry, Messenger in the City Chamberlain’s Office, Guildhall, 
East Islington Schooi, Lower-rd., Islington. Feb. 24, at 10. Com. 
Murphy. 

MockringGE, CuHarves, Licensed Victualler, Duke of Newcastle Public- 
house, 34 Little Earl-st., Seven Dials. Feb. 24, at 10. Com. Murphy. 
Oxtriers, CuRIsTIAN, Commission Agent, 470 New Oxford-st. Feb. 25, 

at 10. Com. Murphy. By Adjt. 

SPENCER, JOHBN, out of business, 24 Steward-st., Spital-sq, 
Com. Murphy. 

Wrsrow, Sipney HaMppen, Professor and Teacher of Music, 6 Wi'ling- 
ham-ter., Kentish-town. Feb. 25, at ll. (. Com. Law. 


Feb. 24, at 10. 


Prisoners’ Petitions to be heard at the County Courts. 
TuEspAyY, Dec. 30, 1856. 


Bartey, CHanves Stuart, out of business, Fleur-de-Lys Hotel, High-st.. 
Canterbury. Jan. 15, at 10; Canterbury. " 

BLANCHFLOWER, WILLIAM, Miller, Thranderstone, Suffolk. Jan. 15, at 
10; Ipswich. ? 

Davies, Joun, Coachman, Foxlidiate-house, Tardebigg, Worcestershire. 
Jan. 14, at 10; Worcester. 

Evans, Jouy, Maltster, Blakebrook, Kidderminster. 
Worcester. 

Fisk, Freperick, Attorney's Clerk, Ipswich. Jan. 15, at 10; Ipswich. 

JoRDAN, WILLIAM (sued as William Gordon), Boot and Shoe Maker. 
Garndiffaith, Pontypool, Monmouthshire. Jan. 14; Cardiff. ' 

Kent, Rosert Wii.iam, Banker's Clerk, Hounslow, and formerly of 
Trowscoed-lodge, Cheltenham. Jan. 14, at 10; Worcester. 

Kryeston, ALFRED (sued as James Kingston), Footman, Winkfield-park, 
Winkfield, Berks. Jan. 13; Reading. 

KrirkBRIDE, JouN, Tailor, 81 Castle-st., Carlisle. Jan. 15, at 10; Carlisle. 

Putters, THomas, out of business, Ebenezer-st., Cardiff Jan. 14; 
Cardiff. 

Suita, GEorGE, Drover and Public Executioner, Oakham, Rowley Regis, 
Staffordshire. Jan. 14, at 10; Worcester. 

Suit, GeorGe, Clerk in the Collier Office, Gravesend, Freemasons’ 
Tavern, St. Margaret-st., Canterbury. Jan. 15, at 10; Canterbury. 

Stupp, SAMUEL, Land Valuer, Bramfield, Halesworth, Suffolk. Jan. L5, 
at 10; Ipswich. a 

Swirt, RicHarD Foorp, out of business, Freemason’s Tavern, St. Mar- 
garet’s-st., Canterbury. Jan. 15, at 10; Canterbury. 

Vicars, WILLIAM, out of business, 12 Southampton-st., Reading. Jan. 
13; Readinz. 


Jan. 14, at 10; 


Fripay, Jan. 2, 1857. 


BAINBRIDGE, EMANUEL, Beer-house-keeper, Holbrook-moor, Dutftield, 
Derby. Jan. 24, at 12; Derby. 

Bryks, ALrrep, Ale & Porter Merchant, 3 Dock-st., Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Jan. 16; Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Brapsury, Joun, Beerseller, Phoenix Arms, Murray-st., Oldham-rd., 
Manchester. Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 

Brinp_e, WILLIAM, out of employment, Brown Cow, Queen-st., Wicai. 
Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 

CuaPMAN, Ropert, Commercial Traveller, Clopton-st., Hulme, Manches- 
ter. Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 

CoLiins, GEORGE JosEPH (sued as George Joseph Collens), Baker, | Ha- 
milton-pl., High-st., Deptford. Jan, 19, at 11; Maidstone. 

Day, SAMUEL, Working Cutler Chapel-st., Tib-st. and Church-st., Man- 
chester. Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 

Duckett, JAMEs, Stone Mason, Crow Nest, Habergham, - Lancaster. 
Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 
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FAULKNER, Barnabas (sued as Benjamin Faulkner), Beer-shop-keeper, 
Lion and Lamb, Basinghall Cottage, Grosvenor-rd., Tonbridge Wells, 
Jan, 19, at 11; Maidstone, 

HaMMoND, JOSEPH, Smallware and Fent Dealer, 27 Long Mill-gate. Jan. 16, 
at 11; Lancaster. 

Harris, ABraHAM (sued as A. Harris), Cigar Dealer, 
Margate. Jan. 19, at 11; Maidstone. 

Hoxton, WANLEY, out of business, The Dog and Bear, Lenham. 
at 11; Maidstone. 

KNowLEs, Henry WiLuiam, Druggist’s Assistant, Kersey, 
Moors. Jan. 16, at }1; Lancaster. 

M‘GLovuGHLIN, SAMUEL, Beerseller, late of The York Minster, Porter-st., 
Butler-st., Oldham-rd., Manchester. Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 

M‘KEAND, CHARLES, out of business, Grosvenor-ter., Davenport-st., 
Bolton-le-Moors, Lancashire. Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 


11 Queen-st., 
Jan. 19, 


Solton-le- 


Orpisu, THOMAS Mousey, out of business, 47 Broad-st., Canterbury. 
Jan, 19, at 11; Maidstone. 

Po.ttarp, WILLIAM, Cabinet-maker, Parker-lane, Burnley, Lancashire. 
Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 


STEABLER, THOMAS, Master Mariner, 41 St. James’-rd., Liverpool. Jan. 16, 
at 11; Lancaster. 

Srockx, Epmunp (in copartnership with David Rothwell), Machinists, 
Sowerby-bridge, late of St. Mary’s-gate, Shaw, Oldham. Jan. 16, at 
11; Lancaster. 

SToPHERD, James, Beerseller and Journeyman Hatter, 89 Yorkshire-st., 
Oldham. Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 

Surc.irre, RoBert, out of business. Spring-cottages, Whitworth, Roch- 
dale. Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 

TEMPLE, JAMES ALFRED, Share Dealer, New Cross, Deptford. 
11; Maidstone. 

Tuomas, Isaac, Attorney-at-Law, 19 Dicconson-st. and King-st., Wigan, 
Lancashire. Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 

THomson, JAMEs (sued as James Thompson), 
Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 

Watt, WILLIAM, Brewer and Soap Manufacturer, Queenborough, Kent. 
Jan. 19, at 11; Maidstone. 

WALLWortn, THOMAS, out of business, 62 Dorset-st., 
Jan. 16, at 11; Lancaster. 

Warkins, JosEPH, Builder, Wickham-la., Plumstead-common, Plumstead. 
Jan. 19, at 11; Maidstone. 


TUESDAY, Jan. 6, 1857. 


CooxkE, Rosert, Attorney’s Clerk, 7 Gothic Cottages, Lower Barton-st., 
Gloucester. Jan. 22, at 10; Gloucester. 

Cooper, THos., Licensed Victualler, Timberhill-st., 
at 10; Norwich. 

Fre.pHovusk, Jonny, jun., Usher, Tamworth. Jan. 21, at 10; Stafford. 

Groom, RICHD., Confectioner, Hanley, Staffordsh. Jan, 21. cat 10; Stafford. 


Jan. 19, at 


Pellew-st., 


Liverpool. 


Iulme, Manchester. 


Norwich. Jan. 21, 


Harman, Cuas., Brewer, 21 Duddistone-rd., Birmingham. Jan. 22, at 10; 
Gloucester. 

Moore, Ratpu, Coach-builder, Newcastle-under-Lyme. Jan. 21, at 10; 
Stafford, 


Newron, Geo. Hey., Cement and Plaster Manufacturer, Gnosall, Stafford- 
shire. Jan. 21, at 10; Stafford. 

RHODES, sa Carpenter, Westbromwich, Staffordsh. 
Stafford. 

Suaw, THos. Correrity (sued as Thos. Shaw), Joy-house, Hanley, Staf- 
fordsh. Jan. 21, at 10; Stafford. 

Smart, BENJ., Butty Collier, Tipton, Staffordsh. Jan. 21, at 10; Stafford. 

TROTMAN, TAS. Hap ey, Waiter, Whitmore Reans, Wolverhampton. Jan. 
21, at 10; Stafford. 

Warp, Dan., Cattle-dealer, 67 Sacheveral-st., Derby, and East Dereham. 
Jan. 21, at 10; Norwich. 

Wencg, Benu., Publican, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 


Fripay, Jan. 9, 1857. 


ARMITAGE, JoHN, Licensed Victualler, oe Sun Inn, Crosland-hill, 
Lockwood, Huddersfield. Jan. 26, at 9; 

Baitey, Isaac, Journeyman Cloth Fuller, Flatts, Dewsbury, 
Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

BARBOUR, SAMUEL, Tailor, 132 Summer-hill, Birmingham. Jan. 27; 
Warwick. 

BarRKER, James, Tailor, 7 North Marine-rd., and 13 Albert-st., 
Marine-rd., Scarborough Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

BARTHOLOMEW, SAMUEL, Painter, 4 Court, 5 House, Hurst-st., Birmingham. 
Jan. 27; Warwick. 

BELLHOUSE, WILLIAM Dawson, Electrical and Medical Galvanist, 1 Park- 
st., Leeds. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

BorromLey, DANTEL, out of business, formerly Grocer, Shelf, Halifax, 
Yorkshire. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

Braver, THomas, Joiner, Horsforth, Leeds. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 


Jan, 21, at 10; 


Jan. 21, at 10; Stafford. 


Yorkshire. 


North 


Bratt, GEORGE, Journeyman Iron Moulder, Willenhall, Staffordsh. Jan. 
27; Warwick. 
CAUSFIELD, GEORGE, Grocer, Undercliffe, Bradford, Yorkshire. Jan. 26, 


at 9; York. 

CRABTREE, JOsEPH, Clothier, Moorside, Eccleshill, Bradford, Yorkshire. 
Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

CRASHAW, JOHN, out of business, previously Builder, Armley, Leeds. 
Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

FuLiForpD, ABRAHAM BLIcK, out of business, Ickmeld-st. East, Birming- 
ham. Jan. 27; Warwick. 

GegEson, Ratpu, Accountant, Inge-st., Birmingham. Jan. 27; Warwick. 

Gossor, WILLIAM, Publican, Holtby, York. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

GREEN, ALFRED, Sawyer, Moss-st., Bradford. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

HIGGINBOTHAM, WILLIAM, Assistant to a Farmer, Nether Whitaker, Coles- 
hill, Warwickshire. Jan. 27; Warwick. 

Hii, SamueL WiLKs (Samuel Hill), out of business, formerly Dealer 
in Ham, &c., 4 King-st., Castlegate, York, and Cross Chapel-st., 
bridghouses, Sheffield. Jan.26, at 9; York. 

Hipkiss, James, Licensed Victualler, Fisherman Inn, New John-st., Bir- 
mingham. Jan. 27; Warwick. 

Homer, BENJamin, Licensed to sell Ale and Beer by Retail, Summerhill, 
Tipton, Stafford.” Jan. 27; Warwick, 

KNOWLES, THOMAS, General ' Servant, 40 High-st., Birmingham. Jan. 27; 
Warwick. 

MOooRHOUSE, GAMALIEL, Journeyman Cloth Weaver, Lower Hey, Mel- 
tham, Huddersfield. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 





Morris, WiLLiam Henry, Butcher, 180 Lee Bank-rd., Edgbaston, Bir- 
mingham. Jan. 27; W arwick. 

Murray, JAMEs, out “of business, formerly a Private in 6th Enniskillen 
Dragoons, Full Moon Inn, Walmgate, York. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

NEWSOME, SAMUEL, Linen and Woollen Draper and Hatter, Blyth, Nor- 
thumberland. Jan. 23, at 10; Morpeth. 

Parrick, JAMES, out of business, formerly Licensed Victualler, 40 St, 
Luke'’s-st., Leeds. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

PooLe, HARRIET, (sued with Samuel Poole), Widow, Stone Merchant, 
late of Oulton, Leeds. Jan. 26, at 9; York 

Pook, SAMUEL, Stone Merchant, Oulton, Leeds. Jan. 26, at 9; York, 

Price, ENocn, out of business, formerly Sub-Contractor for Railways, 16 
Baker-st., Doncaster. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

toyps, JOHN WILLIAM, out of business, formerly Tailor and Draper, 90 
Brearley-st., West Birmingham. 

Ryan, Joun, out of business, formerly Licensed Brewer, and Tailor, 
Earlsheaton, Dewsbury, Yorkshire. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

SnHearD, Martuew, Corn Dealer's Assistant, Newtown, Huddersfield, 
Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

Simcox, BENJAMIN, out of business, Toll-end, Tipton, Staffordshire. Jan. 
27; Warwick. 
STEWART, JAMES, 

York. 
TARVER, WILLIAM, 
Jan. 27; Warwick. 
Tuomas, Rees, Furnace Manager, Wallsend, Northumberland. 
at 10; Morpeth. 
WHITAKER, JOHN, 


Stonemason, Flax-st., Mill-st., Leeds. Jan. 26, at 9; 


Railway Sub-contractor, Erdington, Birmingham. 
Jan, 23, 
Warehouseman, 


9 Coronation-st., Wood-house-la., 


Leeds. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 

Wi.ks, James, Grocer, Bedlington, Northumberland. Jan. 23, at 10; 
Morpeth. 

WILLIAMSON, BARZILLAI, Butcher, 64 Bright-st., Lister-hills, Bradford, 
Yorkshire. Jan. 26, at 9; York. 


Woop, BreNJAMIN, Stuff Merchant, 
Jan. 26, at 9; York. 
Woop, RicHarD, out of sy previously Stationer, Netherton, Hud- 


8 Carlton-pl., Bradford, Yorkshire. 


dersfield. Jan. 26, at 9; 

WRIGHT, GEORGE, Mecha Rabe Traveller, Church-st., Lozells, Aston 
Manor, Warwicksh. Jan. 27; Warwick. 

Wricuat, Jonny, Tin-plate- worker, Bridge-st., Burton-upon-Trent. Jan. 


27; Warwick. 

Wricut, Josepn, out of business, formerly Ironfounder, 266 Icknield-st. 
West, Birmingham. Jan, 27; Warwick. 

Wricut, Witt1aM, Labourer, 1 Waterloo-st., Leamington-priors, War- 
wickshire. Jan. 27; Warwick. 

TurEspay, Jan. 13. 

Heatucore, Tuomas, Licensed Victualler, Swan Hotel, Woore, Muckle- 
ton, Salop. Jan. 27, at 10; Shrewsbury. 

Pore, Frepertck Hooper, Public Accountant, 9 St. Vincent's-pl., New- 
cut, Bristol. Jan. 28, at 10; Bristol. 

Tencu, WILLIAM, out of busines-, Winlaton, Durham, formerly Grocer, 
Blaydon, Durham. Feb. 10, at 1; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Fripay, Jan, 16, 1857. 


ALLAN, WALTER, Joiner and Builder, Peel-st., 
Lancaster. 

ATHERTON, JAMES, Retail Dealer in Ale, Orchard Tavern, Warrington-la., 
Wigan. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Botton, HuGu, Saddler and Harness Maker, Bolton-rd., Elton, aa 
Lancash. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster, 

BUCHANAN, JOHN (Buchanan & Co.), ‘Commission Agent, 12 Moorfields, 
Liverpool, and 9 North John-st., Liverpool, Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Burnett, Joun, Customs Agent and Broker, 23 Montague-st., and 28 
South Castle-st., Liverpool. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Corrom, WILLIAM (Middletons & Cottom), out of business, Horsedge- 
st., Oldham, formerly in copartnership with Thomas Morton Gosling 
Middleton, John Ellis Middleton, and Samuel Middleton, Cotton Spin- 
ners, Shore-mill, Oldham. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

CrasHaw, THomas (Thomas Crawshaw & Co.), (sued with Henry Walms- 
ley), in copartnership with Mark Robinson, General Smiths, Moor-st., 
and Blackburn-rd., Accrington. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Davies, Ricuarp, Assistant to a Chemist, Park-grove, Greenheys, Man- 
chester. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Drarer, Joun, Power Loom Weaver, Lane-head, Bacup, Manchester. 
Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

EmsLEy, GEORGE, Stonemason, Broad-st., Pendleton, Salford. 
11; Lancaster. 

FIELDING, JoOsEPH, Commission Agent, St. Domingo-st., 
30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Gray, OWEN, out of business, late Attorney-at-Law, 
High-st., Canterbury. “Feb. 3, at 10; Canterbury. 
HarGRaves, Henry, Builder, Renshaw-st., Stretford-rd., Hulme, Man- 

chester. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

HarGraves, JAMES, Husbandman, Pothouse-la., Grimshaw-pk., 
burn Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Jones, Hucu, Land Agent, 133 Tipping-st., Ardwick, Manchester. Jan. 
30, at. 11; Lancaster 

Joucurs, WiLL1AM CHRISTIAN, out of business, New Bailey-st., Salford. 
Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 


Hulme. Jan 30, at 11; 


Jan, 30, at 
Oldham. Jan. 


Fleur-de-lis Hotel, 


Black- 


KILLEEN, EDWARD, out of business, 5 Canning-pL, Liverpool. Jan. 30, 
at 11; Lancaster. 

KNowLEs, Tuomas, Reporter, Hudson-st., Preston. Jan. 30, at 11; Lan- 
caster. 


MICKLETHWAITE, WILLIAM BARTON, Photographic Artist, &c., 
ford-arcade, Ashton-under-Lyne. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Otrver, JosePu, Percher an@ Stiffener, Melbourne-ter, Peru-st., and 
Blackburn-st., Adelphi, Salford, Lancashire. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Owen, Robert, Cotton Waste Willower, George-st., Pritchard-st., Chorl- 
ton-upon-Medlock, Manchester. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Sames, JOHN GEORGE, out of business, 2 Church-st., Blackburn, Lanca- 
shire. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

Topp, THomas, Share Broker, Thurloe-st., or Crescent-range, Victoria-pk., 
Rusholme, Manchester. Jan. 30, at 11; Manchester. 

WAnpeEsrorp, HANNAH BUTLER CLARKE SOUTHWELL (sued as Hannah 
Wandesford), out of business, Crown-st., Deansgate, Bolton-!e-Moors, 
Lancashire. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 
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Waittaker, Joun, Commission Agent, Winton, near Manchester, and 
Faulkner-st., Manchester. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 

WILKINSON, THOMAS, out of business, Peel-green-ter., Barton-upon-Irwell, 
near Manchester. Jan. 30, at 11; Lancaster. 


TUESDAY, Jan. 20, 1857. 


BLapon, Jorn, Flint Grinder, Stone, Stafford. Feb. 4, at 10; Stafford. 

BrapBory, GrorGE, Fishmonger, Shelton, Stoke-upon-Trent. Feb. 4, at 
10; Stafford. 

Crutcuer, Josern, Horse Dealer, Salisbury. Feb. 6, at 11; Salisbury. 


Goopwiny, Tomas, Assistant to a Grocer, 211 Vauxhall-rd., Liverpool. 
Feb. 3, at 12; Liverpool. 

KLYBERG, Joun Cornetivs, Boot and Shoe Maker, formerly of 62 High- 
st., Bloomsbury, late of the Rose Hotel, High-st., Canterbury. Feb. 3, 
at 11; Canterbury. 

Lucas, NATHANIEL TIMPERLEY (known as Nathan Lucas), 39 Newton-st., 


Macclesfield, late a prisoner in the Debtors’ Prison, London. Feb. 4; | 


Chester. 

Motioy, Josern Parrick, 7 Church-st., Trinity-sq., Southwark, and 
subsequently a prisoner in the House of Correction, Nether Knutsford, 
Chester. Feb. 4; Chester. 

Roperts, WiLLiAM, Journeyman Farrier, 15 Godfrey’s-ter., 
Feb. 3, at 12; Liverpool. 

Sruses, Ricuarp, in no business, 96 


Birkenhead. 


Brook-st., Macclesfleld. Feb. 4; 


Chester. 
TucKER, JAMES MArsu, Carpenter, 2 Buckland-ter., Buckland, Dover. 
Feb. 3, at 10; Canterbury. 


WRIGHT, WILLIAM, out of business, Burton-upon-Trent. Feb. 4, at 10; 
Stafford. 


Fripay, Jan. 23, 


Brown, GEORGE, Bootmaker, Shotley-bridge, Durham. Feb. 6, at 10; 
Durham. 

Butt, Joun, Brewer, Wellington Brewery, High-st., Ventnor. Feb. 25; 
Winchester. 

Dawson, Joseru, Grocer, 52 Gilesgate, Durham. Feb. 6. at 10; Durham. 


HinpMarsH. WILLIAM Jonn, Tailor, 9 Green-st., Bishopwearmouth. Feb. 
6, at 10; Durham. 

PERRYMAN, WILLIAM, Toll Collector, Shipton, 
Feb. 6, at 11; Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Roginson, WiLLiAM (Hunt & Robinson), Sawyer, Cumberland-st., Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull. Feb. 6, at 11; Kingston-upon- -Hull. 

Smiru, Epwry, Clerk to Civil Engineer, 7 Redcliff-parade, Bristol. 
11, at 10.30; Bristol. 


Market Weighton, York. 


Feb. 


TuEspAy, Jan. 27, 1857. 


BARNES, ELizABETH, Widow, Holton-St.-Mary, Suffolk. Feb. 12, at 10; 
Ipswich. 

Brown, JAMES, Cooper, 19 Simpson-st., Sandyford-la. 
Neweastle- -upon-Tyne. 

FotisaMes, ALFRED SMITH, out of business, 
at 10; Taunton. 

GARRETT, WILLIAM (late of Ipswich), Upholsterer, 16 Harrow-rd., Pad- 
dington. Feb. 13, at 10; Ipswich. 

Guy, Rosert, Cowkeeper, Spring-st., Newceastle-upon-Tyne. 
10; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Feb. 10, at 10; 


1 Abbey-st., Bath. Feb. 10, 


Feb. 10, at 


Hancock, BensaMIN TyLey (Tyley Hancock), Custom-house Agent, 
Ashley-villas, Ashley-down, Stapleton, Gloucester. Feb. 11, at 10.30; 
Bristol. 


KIRKBRIDE, Jony, Draper, 81 Castle-st., Carlisle. Feb. 12, at 10; Carlisle. 

Linpsay, Joun, out of business, Moffatt’ s-bdgs. Friars, New castle- -upon- 
Tyne. Feb. 10, at 10; Newcastle-upon-Tyne., 

PowELL, Lewis, Farmer, Brynderwen, Llangasty Talyllyn, Brecknock. 
Feb. 10, at 10; Brecknock. 

Ros1ns, WILLIAM, jun., Farmer, Hadley, Ombersley, Worcester. 
at 10; Worcester. 

Ror, Rev. James, Clerk, Comb-hay, Bath. Feb. 10, at 10; Taunton. 

Stamp, Jesse, Builder, Dunkerton, Bath. Feb. 10, at 10; Taunton. 

Crisp, Joun, Butcher, 4 New Market-row, Bath. Feb. 10, at 10; 
Taunton. 

Wuiteway, Witt1Am Bartiert, Labourer, Lindridge-hill-farm, King- 
steignton, Devonshire. Feb. 10, at 10; Exeter. 


Feb. 1, 





Fripay, Jan. 30, 1857. 


ANDREW, SAMUEL, out of business, George-st., 
Lancaster. 

Barvs.ry, Dan, Journeyman Hatter, Town-la., Denton, near Manchester. 
Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 

Bonnar, WILLIAM (Willock & Co.), Terra Cotta Manufacturer, in copart- 
nership with Edmund Peel Willock, 38 Oldfleld-rd., Salford, and 10 Ex- 
change-arcade, Manchester. Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 

BRENDLER, JOHN AuGustT, Journeyman Packer, New Holland-st., Newton, 
Laneashire. Feb. 18, at 12; Manchester. 

Cattoway, DANIEL (sued as Daniel Galloway), Brickmaker, Horsley- 
heath, Tipton, Staffordshire. Feb. 18, at 12; Manchester. 

CAPPER, Joun Bartey, Chemist and Druggist, 2 Camden-pl., Blackheath. 
Feb. 16, at 11; Maidstone 

CaRGILL, CLEMENTINA, Governess, Hythe, Keut. 
stone. 

CHADWICK, Tuomas, Journeyman Engine-fitter, Windham-st., Bury. 
Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 

Crinnock, GEORGE WILLIAM, Stonemason, Highfield, 
Feb, 14, at 10; Southampton. 

CLemay, JOHN, Boot and Shoe Maker, Queen-st., Preston. Feb. 13, at 11; 
Lancaster. 


Oldham. Feb. 13, at 11; 


Fev. 16, at 11; Maid- 


South-Stoneham. 


CoysTERDINE, RoBERT, Land Surveyor, Blakeley, near Manchester. Feb. 
13, at 11; Lancaster. 
CritcHtey, JosEPH, Plumber, Chester-rd., Hulme, Manchester. Feb. 13, 


at 11; Lancaster. 

Curry, *JAME s, Licensed Victualler, Britannia, Scotland-rd., Warrington, 
Lancashire. | Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 

EceineTox, ARTHUR, ‘Licensed Victualler, King — the Fourth, 8 
Lord-st., Hulme, Manchester. Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaste 

FAULKNER, Jon, out of business, Whittle-st. ho \ Saabuenne. Feb. 13, at 
i; Lancaster. 

HALL, Joun Spencer, Chemist, Market-st., Heywood, near Bury, Lanca- 
shire. Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 





HARTLEY, CHRISTOPHER, out of business, Mount-st., Heywood. Feb. 13, 
| at 11; Lancaster. 
| Hotpsworts, Rosert, Joiner, Bridge-end, Burnley. Feb. 13, at 11; 
| Lancaster. 
Jackson, PETER, out of business, Norris-st., Heaton Norris, Manchester. 
Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 
Kerns, MIcHAEL, Glass, China, and Hardware Dealer, Oak-st., Man- 
chester. Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 
| Lrity, Caarves Henry, out of business, Oldham-rd., Rochdale. Feb. 13, 
at 11; Lancaster. 
| Lorp, Jonny, Clogger, Hammerton-st., Bromley. Feb. 13, at 11; Lan- 





caster. 

Mitway, Otrver, Licensed Retailer of Beer, and Boot and Shoe Maker, 
Samaritan-grove, and Dorset Arms, Undershore, Northfleet, Kent. 
Feb. 16, at 11; Maidstone. 

NEALE, Eras, Farmer, Pembury, Kent. Feb. 16, at 11; Maidstone. 

PARRELL, WALTER, Labourer, Spratt’s Bottom, Chelsfield. Feb. 16, at 
11; Maidstoxe. 

Possnett, JAMES, out of business, Lane-end, Little Bolton-le-Moors, Lan- 
eashire. Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 

Rey, Jonny, Painter, Kirby-st., Manchester. Feb. 18, at 12; Manchester. 

Roserts, Ricnarp, Tailor, Ormond-st., Manchester. Feb. 18, at 12; 
Manchester. 

Rosinson, WILviAM, out of business, Pinfold-la., 
Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 

ROYLANCE, CHARLES, Heald Knitter, 
Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 

Soman, DANIEL, out of business, formerly Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, 2 
Bedford-st., Unthanks-rd., Norwich. Feb. 24, at 10; Norwich. 

Tempest, Joun, Whitesmith, George-st., and Darwen-st., Blackburn. Feb. 
13, at 11; Lancaster. 

Wa .sy, Tuomas, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, Blaenavon, Llanover Upper, 






Skerton, near Lancaster. 


Great Egerton-st., Heaton Norris. 


Monmouth. Feb. 20, at 11; Monmouth. 

WALL, Jonny, out of business, 48 Rumford-st., Chorlton-upon-Medlock, 
Manchester. Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 

WHALLEY, Evizasetn (Widow), Butcher, Hey Head, near Burnley. 


Feb. 13, at 11; Lancaster. 


Fripay, Feb. 6, 1857. 


Apams, WiitiAmM Dames, Licensed Victualler, White Lion Inn, Castle- 
end, Kenilworth, Warwick. Feb. 24; Warwick. 

BAILEY, GEORGE, Clothier, Queen-st., Batley, Dewsbury, Yorkshire. Feb. 
23, at 9; York. 

Barty, THOMAS, 
at 9; York. 


out of business, Armley-rd., Wortley, Leeds. Feb. 23, 


Barsour, SamveEr, Tailor, 132 Sand-pits, Summer-hill, Birmingham. 
Feb. 24; Warwick. 
Barrett, Henry, out of business, Tenby-st., Birmingham. Feb. 24; 


Warwick. 

BEepForpD, HENRY, out of business, Bramley, Leeds. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

Boyes, WILL1AM, Prisoner for Debt, York Castle. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

Brooke, JosEeru, Cloth Manufacturer, Caledonian-ter., Little Woodhouse, 
Leeds. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

Bur.ey, Josern, out of business, 3 Nessgato, York. 

CarTER, Jostau, Fly Master, 17 Angel-la., Stratford, Essex. 
12; Chelmsford. 

CuaFFEr, Joun, Clothier, Guiseley, near Leeds. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

CLEGG, Wiit1AM, Dealer in Tea, &c., Howdon Claigh, Birstal, Leeds. 
Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

CravEN, GEORGE, Builder, Calverley, near Leeds. 

DANIEL, CHARLES, out of business, 11 Bridge-st., 
York. Feb, 23, at 9; York. 

Dewurrst, James, Warehouseman, Moxon’s-yard, Kirkgate, Leeds. Feb. 
23, at 9; York. 

Dinciey, Samvet, Shopkeeper, Quinton, Hales Owen, Worcestershire._ 
Feb. 24; Warwick. 

DrakkE, Isaac, Milliner, 3 Vicar-lane, Leeds. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

Duva., WILLIAM, Stonemason, 22 Castlegate, York. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

Epmonps, Epwiy, Assistant to a Milliner, Cromwell-st., Birmingham. 
Feb. 24; Warwick. 

Gregson, Raten (or Robert Geeson), Accountant, Inge-st., Birmingham. 
Feb. 24; Warwick. 

GEORGE, WILLIAM FREEMAN, out of business, 8 Latimer-st., Birmingham. 
Feb. 24; Warwick. 

GREAVES, Enocu, out of business, Tudor-st., 
York. 

Grove, JosErH, out of business, Old Bell House, Northfield, Worcester- 
shire. Feb. 24; Warwick. 

GREEN, ALFRED, Journeyman Joiner, 
York. 

HAL, Georae, Upholsterer, 149 Broad-st., Birmingham. 
wick. 

Harper, WiLi1AmM, Wood-turner, Cheapside, Birmingham. 
Warwick. 

Haze, Ricwarp, Cattle-dealer, Bergh Apton, Norfolk. 
Norwich. 

Harrison, Rosert, Auctioneer, Bramley, near Leeds. 
York. 

Henn, Isaac, Fire-iron Manufacturer, 10 Barn-st., Birmingham. Feb. 
24; Warwick. 

HoiiisewortH, Epmunp, out of business, Harrington-st., 
Bradford. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

ee Book-keeper, East Thorpe-la., Mirfield. Feb. 23, at 9; 

ork. 

KERSHAW, JosEPH, Prisoner for Debt, York Castle Lesage of Girling- 
ton, Bradford, Dealer in Stuff Pieces). Feb. 23, at 9; 

KING, Noan, out of porns W neem Southampton po il Crewn 
Inn Beer-house, Bedh ton, Sor , Licensed Retailer of Ale). 
Feb. 25; Manchester. 

Luckett, THomas, out of business, Windrush, Northleach, Gloucester- 
shire. Feb. 24; Warwick. 

MILNES, GEORGE, "Labourer, Scarborough. Feb. 23, #¢9; York. 

Mooruotss, GAMALIEL, Journeyman Cloth WeareT, Lower Hey, 4 
Huddersfield. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

Nock, STEPHEN PARKER, out of business, Nursery-ter., Aston-manor, 
juxta Birmingham. Feb, 24; Warwick. 


Feb. 23, at 9; York. 
Feb. 21, at 


Feb. 23, at 9; York. 
East Middlesborough, 


Bradford. Feb. 23, at 9; 


Moss-st., Bradford. Feb. 23, at 9; 
Feb. 24; War- 
Feb. 24; 
Feb. 24, at 10 
Feb. 23, at 9; 


Preston-pl., 





Meltham, 
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Oates, Josern, Horse-breaker, 15 Chester-st., Little Horton-la., Bradford. 
J at 9; York. 

Par sndinagsinad James, Journeyman * — Engineer, Delph, Saddle- 

worth, Yorkshire. Feb. 23, at 9; 

Powe.., WILLIAM, out of business, 3 neat York. 
York. 

Proup, Anramam, Labourer, Hartlepool, Durham. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

Rorixson, GEorGrE, Journeyman Shoemaker, Whitwood, Castleford, 
Yorkshire. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

Seston, Cates, Cloth Manufacturer, Horbury, Wakefield. 
York. 

Suxior, SaMvEL, Woollen Spinner, Batley, Dewsbury, Yorkshire. Feb. 
23, at 9; York. 

Saurrn, Joseru, Fruiterer, 308 & 309 New John-st. West, Birmingham. 
Veb. 24; Warwick. 

SreppInG, GEORGE, out of business, Church-st., Dewsbury, Yorkshire. 
Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

SwasnertTon, WILLIAM, Shoemaker, Allesley, Coventry. 
wick. 

Tayion, Davin (Taylor Bros.), Linen Manufacturer, Barnsley, Yorkshire. 
Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

TEMPLE, 3 AMES ALFRED, Share-dealer, 2 Amersham-villas, New-cross, 
Deptford, and 11 Royal Exchange. Feb. 16, at 11; Maidstone. 

Txowmpson, THOMAs, Out of business, Crossley s-ter., California, Halifax. 
Feb, 23, at 9; York. 

Tooran, Hervert, out of business, Springfield-villa, Leeds. 
9; York. 

Tuy, James Howarp, Musical Director of the National English Opera 
Company, 24 Arundel-st., Sheffield. Feb. 23, at 9; York. 

Wass, JESSE, out of business, High Tranmere, Birkenhead, Cheshire, 
and Barge Dock-side, Goole, Yorkshire, Bread Baker. Feb, 23, at 9; 


Feb. 23, at 9; 


Feb. 23, at 9 


Feb. 24; War- 


Feb. 23, at 


ork. 
WuxKiNson, JosEern, jun., out of business, 3 Nessgate, York. Feb. 23, at 
9; York. 


Tuespay, Feb. 10. 


Burr, ALFrep (known as Alfred Clark), out of business (formerly | 


Actuary in the Sea Fire Life Insurance Society), 4 St. George’s-ter., 
Canterbury. Mar. 11, at 10; Canterbury. 

Hutron, Ropert, Dairyman, Basingstoke, Hampshire. 
chester. 

Jewerr, Rosert, in no trade, West-st., Fareham, Hampshire. 
Winchester. 

Suvgxock, Jony, Journeyman Brickmaker, Brill, Buckingham. Feb. 26, 
at 12.30; Aylesbury. 


Feb. 25; Win- 


Feb. 25; 


Petitions to be heard at the County Courts. 
Tcespay, Feb. 10, 1857. 


Barser, ALEXANDER, Journeyman Engraver to Calico Printers, 8 Ches- 
mut-st., Cheetham, Manchester. Mar. 2, at 12; Manchester. 

Barses, Ricuarp, Painter, 95 Dale-st., Hulme, Manchester. Mar. 2, at 
32; Manchester. 

BROOKES, WILLIAM, Wood-dealer, Cubbington, Warwickshire. 
at 10; Warwick. 

Davirs, James, Butcher, Baldock, Hertfordshire. Feb. 13, at 10.30; 
Hitchin. 

Guumax, Exvts, Bookbinder, North Walls, Saint John, Winchester. Feb. 
24, at. 11; Winchester. 

Hopcrs, Cuaries, Baker, Millbrook, Southampton. Feb. 14, at 10; 
Southampton. 

Pouiarp, THoMmas, Milk-seller, 116 Bedford-st., Hulme, Manchester. Mar. 
2, at 12; Manchester. 

Rvssett, Henry, Photographic Artist, 12 Upper-parade, Leamington- 
priors, Warwickshire. Feb. 24, at 10; Warwick. 

Sxxivy, Tuomas, Labourer, | Theatre-st., Warwick. Feb. 24, at 10; War- 
wick. 

Jaytor, Mark, Retailer of Beer and Eating-house-keeper, Goat Beer- 
house, Orchard-la., Southampton. Feb. 14, at 10; Southampton. 

Tuoxs, Evizanetu, Publican, Angel Inn, Bittern, South Stoneham, 
Southampton. Feb. 14, at 10; Southampton. 

TUERERALL, FREDERICK JOHN, Journeyman Butcher, Bell Tayern-yd., New 
Milverton. Feb. 24, at 10; Warwick. 

Vaas, WitirtAm Henry, jun., Painter and Glazier, 23 Parchment-st., Win- 
chester. Feb. 25, at 11; Winchester. 


Feb, 24, 


Fray, Feb. 13, 1857. 


Cour, Tuomas, Hatter, Malmesbury, Wilts. Mar. 9, at 12; Malmesbury. 
Dowsos, CHAn.es, Baker and Poulterer, 11 St. John's-rd., Ryde, Isle of 
Wight, and Market House, Lind-st., Ryde. Feb. 27, at 10; Newport. 

Donk, Wu, Tailor, Rolvenden, Kent. Feb. 18, at 11; Tenterden. 

Forp, GeorGE, Coal and Coke Merchant, Slough, Upton-cum-Chalvey, 
Bucks Mar. 4, at 11; Windsor. 

Haceeerr, Mary AMELIA, Bread and Biscuit Baker, 16 Woodwell-cresct., 
Bristol Mar. 11, at 10.30; Bristol. 

Jones, Ronert, Innkeeper, Mill-st., Ludlow, Salop. 
Latow 

Kew sey, Tuomas, Pook-keeper and Collector, 59 Brownlow-st., 
Feb. 17, at 12; Liverpool. 

Leus, RALPH, Grocer, Tinkers Clough, Stoke-upon-Trent, Staffordshire. 
Feb. 18, at 10; Hanley. 

Mo.rox, Jouy, Master Mariner, Bideford, Devon. Mar. 5, at 11.30; Bide- 
ford. 

Prince, SARAH JANE (S. J. A. & E. Prince, or S. J. Prince & Co.), Milli- 
ners, 28 Mill-st., Liverpool. Mar. 3, at 12; Livery v/00L, 

Rexp, Epwarp Comsrvne, Veterinary Surgeon, 2 Heathfield-st., Swan- 
sea. Feb. 25, at 10; Swansea. 

RYEV a, Henry, General Smith, Gloucester-st., Brighton. 
Brighton, 

Srexp, CHAnces, Licensed Victualler, Sandwich, Kent. 
Sandwich. 

Vunvs, Taomas, Greengrocer, 14 & 15 Broad-st., Brighton. Feb. 21, at 

_ 0; Brighton. 

Wirxinsoy, Francis, Saddicr, 8 Chancery-la., Skipton, York. 


Feb. 26, at 10; 


Liverpool. 


Feb. 21, at 10; 
Feb. 20, at 12; 


Feb, 27, 





MEETINGS. 
Fripay, Jun. 9, 1857. 

RAINE, JonN, Boot and Shoe Maker, Middleton, Teesdale, Durham, 
Prisoner in the Gaol of Durham. At the office of W. & W. Watson, 
Solicitors, Barnard Castle, Jan. 28, at 2, to authorise assignee to 
commence suit in equity to set aside deed executed by insolvent on 
May 21, 1856. 

Fripay. Jan. 16, 1857. 


WILEs, James, Carpenter, Silverhall-pl., Isleworth, now in Debtors’ Prison 
of London and Middlesex. At Woodbrid’s office, 8 Clifford's-inn, on 
Feb. 2, at 12, to direct how and where insolvyent’s real estate shall be 
sold. 

Tvespay, Feb. 3, 1857. 


Masters, THomAs JAMES Poo.e, 2 Retired Commander in the Royal 

Navy, Shotisham, Suffolk. Mar. U1, at 11; Woodbridge. Jur. Div. 

Tyre, WILLIAM, Pastry Cook, Woodbridge, Sutfolk, Mar. 11, at 11; W ood 

bridge. Div. 

TurEspay, Feb. 10, 1857. 

Tuck, SaAmvEL, Dark-house Public-house, Newgate-market, and late of 
Foxton, Cambridgeshire. Feb. 25, at 12, at office of H. Wortham, 
High-st., Royston, to consider the disposing of the freehold and copy- 
hold estates of insolvent. 

Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 

SyPENHAM, CuARLEs, Ladies’ Boot and Shoe Maker, High-st., Salisbury. 
Feb, 26, at 11. Aud. Ac. Dir. 

DIVIDENDS. 
ToEspDAy, Jan. 13, 1857. 

FuLcuer, NATHANIEL, Builder, College-ter., Chelsea, 03d. (making, 
with former dividends, 3s. 4}¢) Apply to Nichols A Clark, 9, Cook's- 
et., Lincoln’s-inn. 

TuEspAy, Feb. 10, 1857. 

Beck, Wini1aM, Licensed Victualler, Angel Inn, Saint John, Bedwardine, 
Worcester. Div., 1s. 3}, at Registrar’s Office, Worcester, on Thurs- 
days, Fridays, and Saturdays, 10 «& 4. 

At ASSIGNEES OFFICE, 5 Portugal-st., between 11 & 2. 

CHALK, WILLIAM, Brace and Purse Maker, 11 Fore-st., Cripplegate. 
2s. 9d. 

GamBie, WituiaM, Vendor of Milk, 2 Baileys-pl., 
Chelsea. 3s. 6d. 

Hart, Henry, Grocer, Mawson-row, Chiswick-la., Chiswick. 1s. 

Haycrart, WILttam Tutin, Doctor of Medicine, 17 Valentine-ter., Black- 
heath-rd., Greenwich. 20s, 

Hicks Ann, Oil and General Shop-keeper, 
Bermondsey. 2s. 

MetcaLre, Epwarp WEsstTER, Plumber, 39 Shaftesbury-st., New North- 
rd., Hoxton. Is. 6d. 

Morpuy, Daniet, Tailor, 13 St. Ann’s-pl, Commercial-rd., Limehouse. 
Is. 14d. 

Prrer, WiLiramM, Corn and Coal Dealer, Lower Tottenham. 1s. 9d. 
RupGE, Epwin ATkinsoy, Linen Draper, Fisher-st., Barking, Essex. 
ls, 11d. 

Tootn, WALTER, Leather Seller, 13 Hamilton-row, Bagnigge Wells-rd., 
Clerkenwell. 1s. 7d. 

Vincent, Tuomas, Capt. on half-pay in the Royal York Rangers, 6 
Western-ter., Southampton. 10s. 9d. 

Wyatt, GEorGE EL.soy, Carpenter, 17 Brick-st., Down-st., Piccadilly. 
1s. 74d. 


Assiguments for Benefit of Crevitors. 
Tuespay, Feb. 10, 1857. 

Banrrr, WILt1AM, Woolstapler, Wakefield. Feb. 2. Trustee, John Barff, 
Esq., Wakefield. Sols, Scholey, Marsden, & Skipworth, Wakefield. 

CaLLow, GEORGE, Baker, Hadlow, Kent. Jan. 17. Z'rustee, W. Wells, 
Chemist, ‘Tonbridge, Kent. So/..Stenning, Tonbridge. 

Ciark, Josern, Baker and Commission Agent, Winchester. Jan. 17, 
Trustee, W. White, Gent., Kingsgate-st., Winchester. So/. Greenfield, 
Winchester. 

Hayes, Wit —_ Stone, Woollen Draper, Victoria-st., Holborn. Jan. 19. 
Trustees, Kelsall, & J. Marshall, Merchants, Leeds; T. S, Wallis, 
Merchant, “Vieddoredeht. Sol. W. S. Ward, 12 Bank-st., Leeds. 

VEITCH, THOM AS, a Exeter. Jan. 28, 
Merchant, St. Thomas the Apostle, Devon; 
said city. Sol. Campion, Exeter. 

Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 

Brown, GeorGr, Watch-maker, Newark-upon-Trent. Jan. 15. Trustee, 
C. Hart, Builder, Bassingham, Lincolnshire. Sol. Hodgkinson, Newark- 
upon-Trent. 

Cave, Crospy, & Henry Cave, Engineers, Nottingham. Jan. |. 
Trustees, T. H. Tong, Photographic Artist; E. H. Gordon, Wharfinger; 
both of Nottingham. So/. Hearnshaw, Castle-gate, Nottingham. 

Cookson, Josern, Brickmaker, Cheadle-heath, Cheshire. Jan. 24. 
Trustee, I. N. es, Agent, Cheadle-heath. So? Reddish, Stockport. 

Exraworrny, Joaux, Raker, 9, Southampton-row, Russel-sq. Jan. 16 
Trustees, W. H. Wells, Miller, W andsworth; R. L, Charrington, Miller, 
Carshalton, Surrey. Sol. Jewitt, 45, Lime-st., London. 

Emerson, WILLIAM, & JosErH EMERSON, Brewers, Batheaston, Somerset- 
shire. Jan. 17. Trustees, J.T. Digby, Esq., Bath; J. Ranger, Hop 
Merchant, Bristol. Sols. Dowding and Burn, 15, Vi ineyards, Bath. 

Heatn, Maurice, Coal and Salt Merchant, Swindon, Wilts. Feb. 4 
Trustees, W. V. Fawards, Ironmonger, Swindon; W. M. Rogers, Net 
Maker, Chilton Foliatt, Wilts. So/. Kinneir, Swindon. 

Lrypeman, Jonn WILLiAm, Currier, Great Newport-st., Soho, Feb. 2 
Trustees, J. B. Bevington, Leather Manufacturer, Cannon-st., west: 
i. Cheesman, Tanner, Neckinger-rd., Bermondsey; J. George, Leather 
Dresser, Skinner-st. So/. Richardson, 14 Old Jewry-chamber Ts. 

Mitts, Rosert, Grocer, Ivy-lane, Canterbury. Feb. 11. Trustees, J. 
Skeet, Provision Merchant, Rood-lane; J. Green, Wholesale Grocer, 
Canterbury. Sol. Fox, Canterbury. 

Scorr, Tuomas, Licensed Victualler, Bell-end, Stourbridge, Worcestet- 
shire. Feb. 7. Trustees, W. Lilley, Maltster, Bell-end; W. Hipkins, 


Marlborough-rd., 


222 Kates-pL, Grange-rd., 
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Zrustees, G. Sercombe, 
L. Roberts, Surgeon, of the 


Wine and Spirit Merchant, ‘Tipton, Staffordshire. Sols. Messrs. White- 





at 31; Skipton. 


house, Stafford. 
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Partnerships Bissolbev. 


Turspay, Feb. 10, 1857. 


BERWICK, JAMES, JoHN Berwick, & Joun Lawson GILires (Berwick 
Brothers & Gillies), Stuff Merchants, Bradford, Yorkshire. Debts re- 
ceived and paid by James Berwick. Dec. 31, 1856. 

BLAKELEY, LUKE, JoskpH NEWSOME, ANTHONY Brooke, & GEORGE 
Brooke (Luke Blakeley & Co.), Rag & Shoddy Merchants, Batley, 
Yorkshire; as regards J. Newsome. Jan. 31. 

Bover, CHartes, Louis Bovet, Fritz Bovet, & ALPHONSE BOovVET 
(Bovet Brothers), Merchants, Fleurier, Switzerland, and at Canton, 
China (Bovet Brothers & Co.), and in London (F. & A. Bovet) ; as 
regards C. Bovet. Dee. 31. 

COLLINGWOOD, FREDERICK, & Francis CoLLtinewoop, Butchers, 6 Wells- 
row, Islington. Debts received and paid by Fras. Collingwood. Feb. 6. 

Epissury, JAMES, & JouN Epispury (J. Edisbury & Co.), Grocers, 
Wrexham, Denbighshire. Debts received and paid by John Edisbury. 
Feb. 4. 

FARMER, James, & BENJAMIN PEARSON, Linen and Woollen Drapers, Not- 
tingham. Debts received and paid by Farmer. Jan. 14. 

Fox, Henry, CHARLES Fox, & DittwortH Crewpson Fox, (H. & C. 
Fox & Co), Timber and Coal Merchants, Wellington, Somersetshire, 
Sept. 30. 

Hucues, Lewis, & EBENEZER Grirritus, Joiners and Builders, Liver- 
pool. Feb. 3. 

Gurney, Joux, & WitL1AM Haynes, Ironmongers, Maidstone. Aug. 27. 

HEELEY, Mary, Evizasetu Heerry, & Marius Bianc (Hecley & Blane), 
Boot and Shoe Makers, Colmore-row, Birmingham. Debts received 
and paid by M. Heeley and E. Heeley. Feb. 6. 

Humpnreys, THomas, Builder, Grosvenor-pl., ore ell, and BENJAMIN 
HATFIELD, Tailor, Oxford- ter., Islington. Feb. 

James, WILLIAM, & JOHN JOPLING, Hosiers and , ere ~ Ox- 
ford-st., Manchester, Debts received and paid by Jopling. Feb. 

Jounson, JoHN O., & FREDERICK L. MAWDESLEY (John 0. jaan & 
Co.). ‘Affairs of firm liquidated and business continued by Johnson. 

Litiinctoy, Ricnarp, Davin Henry Watsu, & GrorGce LILLINGTON 
MarsuaLt (Walsh & Co.), Tailors, Southampton. Debts received and 
paid by Marshal}. Feb. 5. 

M‘ConNeELL, JosEPH, & Ropert Kinsorp Howpoy, Ship Store Dealers and 
Ship Chandlers, 11 Strand-st., Liverpool. Debits received and paid by 


M‘Connell. Jan. 31. 
Mappock, WittiamM, & JoHn Mappocx, Ship Chandlers, Liverpool and 
London, Nov 22. 


Mirstep, ALBERT, & Jonn ANTHONY, Ironfounders and Engineers, Bar- 
bican and Martin-st. Foundries, Plymouth. Debts received and paid by 
Anthony. Feb. 7. 

McLLinex, Tuomas, & Epwrs Jacques, Surgeons, 10 Brunswick-ter., 
Westbourne-grove. Debts received and paid by Mullinex. Dee. 2. 

PoLLock, CHARLES THOMSON, &SaMuEL Wricut, Writing and Dressing- 
case-makers, 10 Hatton- garden. Feb. 7. 

RopotHaM, San., & Saran RosotHam, Shoe Dealers, Stafford. Feb. 4. 

SAMUEL, ABRAHAM, & MICHAEL SAMUEL (A. Sanmel & Son), Watch Manu- 
facturers, 29 Charterhouse-sq. Dee. 31. 

Spencer, Henny, & Henry TurveR, Engineers, Rochdale. Feb. 6. 

TaYLor, WILLIAM, sen., & Winriax TAYLOR, jun., Shipbuilders, aie 
land and Hylton. Debts received and paid by Taylor, sen. May 13, 
1854, 

TEbBUT, gry THoMAs BENNETT SpENCE, & Henny LANE (Tebbut, 

Co.), Sh ilders, Limekiln Dock, Limehouse, & New 
Crane Dock, Shadwell. Debts received and paid by Tebbut & Spence, 
Sept. 29, 

We Bourn, Tuomas, & RicHarp Hackwortn, Carpenters and Builders, 
peg End-rd., St. John’s-wood. Debts received and paid by Hackworth. 
‘eb. 5. 





Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 


ANDREW, Josern, & JAMES BARKER, Paper-stainers, Manchester. Feb. 9. 

Brown, JaMEs, & Robert R. ANDREWs, Brickmakers, Braintree, Essex, 
Debts received and paid by Brown. Dec. 25. 

Coorer, Ricuarp Bett, & WittiAM Henry Cooper (R. & W. Cooper), 
Merchants, Birkenhead and Deptford, Kent. Jan. 12. 

Coorer, SAMUEL, & WILLIAM Crospy WesLey Reason, Auctioneers, 
Brighton. Debts received and paid by Cooper. Feb. 6. 

EZEKIEL, Puitip, & JosepH Morus Lyon (Philip Ezekiel & Co.), Im- 
porters of Foreign Goods, Manchester. Debts received and paid by 
Ezekiel. Feb. 10, 

Du Fay, Jonn Nor, FREDERICK ALEXANDER BerNvs, Francis Bernus, 
Joun LEISLER, CONRAD FREDERICK ScuMipt, & WILLIAM GERBER, 
(Du Fay & Co.), Merchants, Bradford, Yorkshire; as regards W 
Gerber. Dee. 31. 

Goppinc, Epmunp, & JAmes Henry Goppinc, Music-sellers, Newbury, 
Berks. Feb. 3. 

Govip, Joux, & James Diack, See een, Black Wagon Col- 
liery, Rowley Regis, Staffordshire. Feb. 

Jopsox, RoseRtT, & Jonx JoBson en “& Co.), Stove, Grate, and 
Fender Manufacturers, Litchurch Works, Derby. Debts received and 
paid by Mr. W. Brow n, Manager of the Sheffield and Rotherham Bank, 
Sheffield. Dee. 3 

Ket, WILLIAM, iy “Tnomas HvTcuIxsoN APEDAILE, Attorneys-at-law, 
Gate shead, Durham. Debts received and paid by Kell. Feb. 7. 

Ler, Henny, sen., HENRY Ler, jun., & GeorGe LEE (iL, H., & G. Lee), 
Brickmakers, Upper Clapton ‘and Stoke New ington. Dee. 31. 

Littey, Jonx, & FREDERICK =, Lutry (Lilley & Son), Surgeons, 
Ww isbeach, Cambr idgeshire. Jan. 1 

LOVEGROVE, CHARLES WASHINGTON, THOMAS LEATHES STANGER LEATHES, 
Antuoxy Leorotp DanneE, & CHARLES LOVEGROVE (Lovegrove & 
ear ig Merchants, 34 Dowgate-hill; as regards T. L. S. Leathes. 

ec. 31. 

Marspen, James, & JoserH Marspen (J. & J. Marsden), Timber Mer- 
chants, brickmakers, Bolton and Great Lever and Halliwell, Lanca- 
shire. Jan. 16. 

Mortey, WiiuiamM, & Bensamin Smuts Morey, Farmers, Benenden, 
Kent. Feb. 6. 

Noxe, Witi1amM, & ExLizaBETH NoKE (Noke, Brothers), Silk-mercers, 
Cape Town, Cape of Good Hope. Ang. 3], 1855. 

Pixcort, ERENEZER WILLIAM, & RoBERT TROOD, Cardiff. Debts received 
and paid by Pincott. Jan. 24. 











| 
‘ 


Ricuarpson, Jonny, sen., & Jony Ricwarpsoy, jun. (J. Richardson & 
Son), Carpenters, Bread-st.-hill. Debts received and paid by J. Richard- 
son, jun. Feb. 3. 

Rosrins, Epwarp, & CuartEs Hancock, Hosiers, 15 King-sq. and 71 
Charles-st., Goswell-rd. Feb. 7. 

Rocers, CHARLES Roney, & Epwarp BurcHerR AYLWARD, Grocers, 
Winchester. Aug. 1, 1856. 

Scuarrer, BERNHARD AvGust, CumistTIAN Friepricu BUDENBERG, & 
FERDINAND Car Puiiprson (F. C. Philippson), Venders of Schaffer's 
Patent Steam Gauge, Manchester. Jan. | 

Sairn, GEorGe, & Hveu Situ, Sugar Refiners, Manchester. Feb. 7. 

Ssiru, WILLIAM, sen., & Jonn Brown (Smith & Son), Bakers, Mansfield, 
Nottinghamsh. Debts received and paid by Smith, sen. Feb. 11. 

Wausn, Davip Henry, & Ricwarp Litiinetox (D. H. Walsh & Co.), 
Wholesale Clothes Manufacturers, Bristol. Debts received and paid by 
Walsh. Jan. |. i 

WILKrnson, WILLIAM, & ARCHIBALD M‘'CALLUM (Ww m. Wilkinson), Table 
Cover Manufacturers, Woolshops, Halifax. 2 

Wirsoy, WILLIAM, & sig: AMES WILson (W. iliam & James Wilson), Drapers, 

Skipton, York. Feb. 7. 


Crevitars a Estates in Chancery. 
Tuespay, Feb. 10, 1857. 

Fox, Epwarp Lone (who died in May, 1835), Doctor of Physic, Brisling- 
ton, Somersetshire. Creditors to come in on or before Mar. 5, at V. C. 
Stuart's Chambers, 

Haynes, Jonun (who died in Jan., 1854), Esq., Lower Mitcham, Surrey. 
Creditors to come in on or before Mar. 7, at V. C. Kindersley’s 
Chambers. 

Hickiry, BexJsamrn (who died in May, 1855), Brewer, Burton-upon-Trent, 
Staffordshire. Creditors to come in on or before Mar. 4, at Master of 
the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Sanpers, JosernH (who died in Nov., 1856), Gent., Trinity-ter., Derby. 
Creditors and incumbrancers to come in on or before Mar. 3, at V. C. 
Wood's Chambers. 

TIDSWELL, JANE EArnsnaw (who died in Feb., 1853), Spinster, Chorlton- 
upon-Medlock, Lancashire, and Margate, Kent. Creditors and in- 
cumbrancers to come in on or before Mar. 6, at Master of the Rolls’ 
Chambers. 





Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 


Hopprxe, Wituiim Henry (who died in Noy. 1856), Surgeon, 84 Glou- 
cester-pl., Portman-sq. Creditors to come in on or before Mar. 16, at 
Master of the Rolls’ Chambers, 

Hoop, Ann Maria (who died in July, 1855). 
come in on or before Mar. 14, at Master of the 
LAVERACK, WILLIAM (who died in June, 1856), 
Hull. Creditors to come in on or before Mar. 

Chambers. 

Parsons, Jonn (who died in Nov. 1855), Colliery Proprietor, Craig Cot- 
tage, Neath. Creditors to come in on or before Mar. 13, at V. C. Kin- 
dersley's Chambers. 

Prescott, Joux (who died in Mar. 1845), Yeoman, Lathom, Lancashire. 
Creditors to come in on or before Mar. 9, at the office of the Registrar 
for the Liverpool District of the Court of Chancery of the county pa- 
latine of Lancaster, 1 North John-st., Liverpool. 

Turner, Cuartes (who died in Feb. 1833), Nurseryman, Ryde, wo of 
Wight. Creditors to come in on or before Feb. 28, at V. C. Wood's 
Chambers. 

WitiiaMs, Wriitam (who died on Feb. 8, 
Caron, Cardiganshire. Creditors to come 
V. C. Stuart's Chambers. 


Winding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tvespax, Feb. 10, 1857. 

Saxon Lire Assurance Soctery.—Credltors tocome in and prove on 
or before Feb. 17, at V.C. Wood's chambers. W. Turquand, Accountant, 
13 Old Jewry-chambers, is appointed official manager. 

Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 

GENERAL INDEWNITY INSURANCE Company.—A petition for the dissolution 
and winding up of this company was presented on Feb. 9, by William 
Edwards, of Wandsworth, Clerk, Assistent Chaplain to the Wands- 
worth House of Correction, which will be heard before V. C. Wood, 
on Feb. 21.—Broughton, Solicitor, 4 Falcon-sq. 

LONDON AND PENZANCE SERPENTINE Comvaxy.—Creditors fo come in 
and prove their debts on or before Feb. 16, at V. C. Wood's Chambers. 


Scotch HSequestrations. 
Tuxspay, Feb. 10, 1857. 

ANDERSON, JAMES, Draper, yaa Feb. 16, at 12, Dumfries Arms 
Hotel, Cumnock. Seq. Feb. 

GARDNER, WILLIAM, & Co., Duttdere, Glasgow, & WiLL1AM GARDNER, 
Builder, Glasgow, of the firm of Cameron & Gardner, French Burr 
Mill-stone Builders. Feb. 17, at 12, Globe Hotel, George-sq., Glasgow. 
Seq. Feb. 4. 

Govay, Ropert (R. 

Feb. 14, at 12, 


Creditors or claimants to 
tolls’ Chambers. 

gent., Kingston-upon- 
16, at V. C. Stuart's 


1831), Farmer, Esgerberfedd, 
in on or before Mar. 9, at 


& J. Govan), Stone Merchant and Spirit-dealer, Glas- 
Faculty Hall, St. George's-pl., Glasgow. Seq. 


Grange-hous?, residing at 110 Hospital-st., Hut- 


Minier, Jawes, Farmer, 
Feb. 17, at 12, Globe Hotel, George-sq., Glas- 


chesontown. Glasgow. 





gow. Seq. Feb. 6. 
MvtrkEAD, ALEXANDER, 81 Renfrew-st.. Glasgow. Feb. 13, at 2, George 
Cranston’s Hotel, 25 George-sq., Glasgow. Seq. Feb. 4. 
Fripay, Feb. 13, 1857. 


Keitix, Witiiam, Contractor, Kent-rd, Glasgow. Feb. 18, at 1, Globe 
Hotel, George-sq., Glasgow. Seq. Feb. 7. 

Turner, Hintson, & Co., Clothiers, North Bridge-st., Edinburgh Feb. 
18, at 2, Stevenson's Rooms, 4 St. Andrew-sq., Edinburgh. seq. Feb. 9. 

Sumiey, Wiiu1aM, Clyde Pottery, Greenock, & James Parrte, Main’s 
Cottage. Greenock (Larne Pottery Company), manufacturers of 
Earthenware, Larne, Antrim, Ireland. Feb 21, at 12, 3 East 
Breast, Greenock. Seq. Feb. 10 

Wricut, Davin, Farmer, Harwood, West —_ Edinburgh. Feb. 18, at 
1, Dowell’s & Lyon’ s Rooms, George st., Edinburgh. Seq. Feb. 7. 
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HE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE 
Established 1825. 
GOVERNOR. 
His Grace the Duke of Baccleuch and Queensberry. 
DEPUTY-GOVERNOR. 
The Right Hon. the Earl of Elgin and Kincardine. 
CHAIRMAN OF THE LONDON BOARD. 
The Right Hon. the Earl of Aberdeen. 
ORDINARY DIRECTORS. 
Thomas H. Brooking, Esq., 14, New | I. H. Plowes, Esq., 64, Broad-street. 
Broad-street. John Scott, Esq., 4, Hyde Park- 
John Griffith Frith, Esq., Austin street. 
Friars. Sir Anthony Oliphant, C.B. 
Alexander Gillespie, Esq., 3, Billi- | Francis Le Breton, Esq., 3, Crosby- 
ter-court. square. 
RESIDENT SECRETARY. 
H. Jones Williams. 
INSPECTOR OF AGENCIES 
William Bentham. 
Results of the Year ending November 15th, 1855 
Sums proposed for Assurance “a o- £716,383 
New Assurances Effected . £609,323 
Corresponding Annual Premiums on new ‘Assurances -. £20,047 
Claims by Death during the year, exclusive of Bonus 
Additions . 


cb £75,640 
Annual Income as at the date of Balance .. 


£237,450 
.» £5,556,106 17 


Total Amount Assured, in force at 15th Nov., 1855 
Number of Policies in force . oe 9,244 

One DiIstINcTive FEATUR 5 ‘of the ‘Comp. ANY, the operation of which has 
contributed in a marked degree to the great success of the Institution, is 
the mode pursued in the Division of Profits,—the Divisions are made at 
intervals of five years, and the system is such that the greatest benefits 
are derived by those Members whose Policies are maintained for the 
longest period ; in other words, those who pay most Premiums. 


EX AMPLES OF BONU s ALR) R E ADY DECLARE D. 


Sum in Policy 
with 
3onus Addition. 


Bonus Additions j 
to 1855. 


. Sum in 
> > a 
Date of Policy. Policy. 


15th Nov. 


1825...) £1000 
1830...) 1000 
1835 1000 
1840 ...) 1000 
1845...) 1000 
1850 1000 


£1152 0 
867 0 
582 0 
347 0 
174 10 

64 0 0 


£2152 0 
1867 0 
1582 0 
1347 0 
1174 10 
1064 0 


The terms and conditions of the STANDARD are peculiarly suited to 
those who seek to make the contract of Assurance available as a security. 
Liberal surrender values allowed. Commission allowed to Solicitors. 
First-class applications for agencies in towns where the Company is not 
represented will meet with attention. 
WILL. THOS THOMSON, Manager. 
H. JONES WILLIAMS, Resident Secretary. 
London, 82, sania William-street. Edinburgh, 3, George-street 








ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. 
TAY: REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


Offices, 68, Chancery-lane, London. 
TRUSTEES. 

The Right Hon. the Lord Chief | The Hon. W.C. Spring Rice. 
ron. Nassau W. Senior Esq. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice Coleridge. John Ellis Clowes, Esq. 
Chairman—RvssELL GuRNEY, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of London. 
Deputy-Chairman—Nassavu W. SENIOR, Esq., Hyde-park-gate. 

Annuities and Endowments granted on favourable terms, 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased, and annuities granted in ¢x- 
change for Reversions. 

Forms and Prospectuses may be had on application to the Secretary, at 
the offices of the Society. 


Puy ENDOWMENT LIFE ASSURANCE 
AND ANNUITY SOCIETY, 


12, CHATHAM PLACE, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. 
CAPITAL, £500,000. 
DIRECTORS. 
William Butterworth Bayley, Esq., Chairman. 
John Fuller, Esq., Deputy Chairman. 
Major Lewis Burroughs, C. H. Latouche, Esq., 
Robert Bruce Chichester, Esq., Edward Lee, Esq., 
D. M. Gordon, Esq., Colonel J. W. J. Ouseley, 
Lieut.-Col. H. B. Henderson. | Joshua Walker, Esq. 
An Annual Bonvs is allowed to parties who have made Five Annual 
Payments on Policies taken out on the Profit Scale. 
ENDOWMENTS AND ANNUITIES GRANTED 
INDIA BRANCH. 
The extensive Assurance Business of the Agra and United Service 
Bank has been transferred to this Office, and the Society has Branch 
Establishments or Agencies at Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, and Agra. 
JOHN CAZENOVE, Secretary. — 


“SUNN’S REFINED PURE COLZA OIL, 4s. 9d. 
Per gallon. This Oil, from the very superior and peculiar mode 
of refining teroughout to the finish of detail, and the great care in the 
selection of raw material, is, for purity and brilliancy of burning, em- 
phatically unequalled for the moderator lamps, and is equally applicable 
for every kind of oil 1emps, Half-a-gallon or upwards delivered free 
seven miles : 
oun Dunn & Co., Oil Mevchants, 59, Cannon-strcet, City. 


AS USUAL. 








| 





cox | eee FIRE AND LIFE ASSURANCE. 


COMPANY, 11, Lombard-street, London. 
DIRECTORS. 
Francis Harr Dyke, Esq., Chairman. 
Henry Huxse Berens, Esq., Deputy-Chairman. 
John Dixon, Esq. John Martin, Esq., M.P. 
Sir W. M. T. Farquhar, Bart. Rowland Mitchell, Esq. 
Sir Walter R. Farquhar, Bart. James Morris, Esq, 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M.P. Henry Norman, Esq. 
John Harvey, Esq Henry R. Reynolds, Esq. 
John G. Hubbard, Esq. John Thornton, Esq. 
John Labouchere, Esq. James Tulloch, Esq. 
John Loch, Esq. Henry Vigne, Esq. 
Stewart Marjoribanks, Esq. 
AUDITORS. 
A. W. Robarts, Esq. | Henry Sykes Thornton, Esq, 
Lewis Loyd, jun., Esq. | John'Henry Smith, Esq. 
Geo. Keys, Esq., Secretary.—Samuel Brown, Esq., Actuary. 


Lire DEPARTMENT.—Under the Provisions of an Act of Parliament, — 
this Company now offers to future Insurers Four-fifths of the Profits, 
with Quinquennial Division, or a Low Rate of Premium, | 
without participation of Profits. : 

The next division of Profits will be declared in June, 1860, when all © 
Participating Policies which shall have subsisted at least one year at 4 
Christmas, 1859, will be allowed to share in the Profits. 

At the Five Divisions of Profits made by this Company, the total Re- ~ 
versionary Bonuses added to the Policies have exceeded £913,000. 

At Christmas, 1854, the Assurances in force amounted to upwards of 
£4,240,000, the Income from the Life Branch in 1854 was more than 
£200,000, and the Life Assurance Fund (independent of the Guarantee 
Capital) exceeded £1,700,000. 

Foreicn Risks.—The Extra Premiums required for the East and West 
Indies, the British Colonies, and the northern parts of the United States 
of America, have been materially reduced. ’ 

Invauip Lrves.—Persons who are not in such sound health as would 7 
enable them to insure their Lives at the Tabular Premiums, may have. 7 
their Lives insured at Extra Premiums. 

Loans granted on Life Policies to the extent of their values, provided 7 
such Policies shall have been effected a sufficient time to have attained — 
in each case a value not under £50. i 

ASSIGNMENTS OF PoLic1Es.—Written Notices of, received and regis- % 
tered. a 
Mepicav Fees paid by the Company, and no charge will be made for | 
Policy Stamps. E 

Fire DepartmMENnt.—Insurances are effected upon every description of ~ 
Property at moderate rates. 

Losses caused by Explosion of Gas are admitted by this Company. 


WRITING AND ENGROSSING. 


Abstracts copied at 0 
Briefs do. 





5 per sheet | Deeds abstracted, 
do. draftandfaircopy 2 0 persheet 
Drafts do. 2 3 pr 20 fol. | Full copies. 0 2 per folio 
Deeds, round hand 0 2 per folio | Deeds, old style ... 0 25 do. 
Paper.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet. Draft, 3d. per sheet. 
Parchment, 3s. per skin. 


SPECIAL NOTICE. 


If an account for Writing is paid at the time of delivery, or in case 
Solicitors who have been introduced to this house and opened a monthly 
account, pay within fourteen days after delivery of their writing accounts, 
an abatement of one-fourth will be made, which will reduce the charges 
as follows :— 


d. 

6 per sheet 
one ose oo 1 per folio 
Round hand and full copy ies one 1} do. 


Briefs and abstracts 
Drafts 


Drawing and copy abstracts 
Deeds, old style, less than 
Parchment 3 per skin 

Paper, _—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet. Draft, 3d. per sheet. 

Twopence per month will be charged in respect of every pound paid 
out of pocket for duties, &c. 

Printing and Stationery accounts not paid within fourteen days after 
delivery, and Writing accounts not paid within three months, to carry 
interest at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum. 

Plans copied, reduced, and enlarged. Languages translated at one 
shilling per iolio. 

Writers sent out at one shilling per hour in the day. Ditto, one shilling 
and sixpence per hour in the night. 

MAPS, PLANS, &c, 
Copied singly by hand, at moderate charges, Where two or more copies 
are required, gentlemen are invited to receive (gratis) a very moderate ~ 
estimate for Lithographs of the same. 
100 Plans, post 4to, Lithographed and Coloured, by return mail 
if requir ed. 


6 per sheet 
2 per folio 


ROBERT KERR, 
81, CHANCERY LANE, 
And at t 2, 12, and 13, Chichester Rents, London. 


(AHANCERY BILLS and CLAIMS, and all other 

descriptions of LEGAL and GENERAL PRINTING, executed 

with accuracy and dispatch by THOMAS DAY, Printer, 13, Carey- 
street, Lincoln'’s-inn. Price for 


Chancery Bills and Claims, 


8pp., including paper, &c. (per 50 copies) £2 15s. 
From which a Discount of TWENTY PER CENT. is deducted for 
payment within a month. 














